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In response to the recommendations of the Defense Secretary’s Commission on Base Realign-
ments and Closures to legislative requirements in the Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public
Law 100-526). Chanute Air Force Base (AFB) is to be closed. The training courses offered at
the 3330th Technical Training Center now located at Chanute Air Force Base will be moved to
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Mississippi; Lowry Air Force Base, Colorado; and Goodfellow Air Force Base, Texas.
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This statement assesses the potential environmental impacts from the closure of Chanute Air
Force Base, located in the Village of Rantoul, Illinois. Closure would significantly reduce
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

\

\'}’hc action evaluated in this Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the closure of Chanute
Air Force Base, Illinois. The closure is the result of the recommendations of the Defense
Secretary’s Commission on Base Realignment and Closure, of legislative requirements in the
Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 100-526), and of U.S. Air Force plans to
enhance mission readiness and national security. Primarily, the closure of Chanute Air Force
Base will involve the transfer of courses to bases designated for realignment and the removal
of equipment and personnel. No construction or demolition activities are planned as part of the
action. Provisions of the Act preclude the examination of any alternative actions to closure.
Consequently, this document will only examine alternate methods of carrying out the closure.
Because the Act requires implementation of the closure/realignment, “no action” is not an
alternative and is not specifically included. However, Chapter 3 presents the environmental
conditions associated with the installation and its operations and will serve as the baseline against
which the 1mplementauon impacts are judged,

. i B

This EIS describes conditions with all units cuirently operational in Chapter 3. Chapter 4 of this
document assesses the impacts of the closure of the base (withdrawal of all units.) While the
environmental impacts to Chanute Air Force Base caused by the departure of all units are within
the scope of this EIS, the environmental impacts caused by the arrival of those units at the new
locations are not part of this EIS. Those impacts will be analyzed in separate NEPA documents
focusing on impacts and issues at the various receiving bases.

-cond EIS will be prepared to cover the final disposition of the base property (includiag

atial rease). This process also involves laws and community issues quite different from the

WP ~ly s.raightforward steps invalved in closure, such as halting operations and remov-
nge., 1id personnel.

The following presents a summary of environmerital impacts as a result of the closure of Chanute
Air Force Base. Socioeconomic impacts (except for the regional wastewater treatment plant)
are to be addressed in the second EIS.

@ Climate: No Impact

@ Topography: -No Impact

©® Geology and Minerals: Insignificant impact, with the only impacts resulting from reduced
local sand and gravel mining,

©® Pzaleontology: No Impact

@ Soils: Due to the closure of the base, the soils will be moderately positively affected. There
will be less grading and excavation and less potential for the release of hazardous materials.

® Insiaiiaiion Resiorailon Trogeaiin (IRX): Thiis programi is independent of the closure action
and will-not be affected.

® Waste Management: The waste management on the base will be insignificantly affected.
The U.S. Air Force will coordinate with all state and federal authorities for the disposition
of storage tanks, oil/watcr separators, and hazardous waste storage facilities. Solid waste
producuon may increase temporanly during the closure action but will cease when the base
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L closes, providing a beneficial impact to the Village of Rantoul’s landfill longevity. Currently,
0 the extent of asbestos on base is not known. The base will be surveyed in 1990 to identify s
- the extent of asbestos at Chanute. The PCB survey has been completed and the results can wssma
: be found in Appendix B.

@ Air Quality: By reducing the pollutant emissions from day-to-day operations of the base,
the air quality of the base and the Village of Rantoul will be insignificantly affected.

@ Groundwater Resources: The base closure will eliminate the risk of hazardous materials
. spills or releases related to the military mission of the base. The closure will also reduce
future construction that would create more impervious space cn the aquifer recharge area
that the base partially occupies.

4 @ Surface Waters: The creek and other bodies of water will receive positive impacts. The
wastewater treatment plant will receive significant economic and physical impacts.

@ Biological Environment: The implementation of closure should provide positive impacts
for the biological environment but these effects may be tempered by not implementing the
Fish and Wildlife Management Plan.

@ Cultural Resources: No Impact
@ Noise Factors: No Impact

@ Zoning and Political Boundaries: The land uses on base could be regulated by the Village
of Rantoul depending on the transfer of ownership.

@ Socioeconomic Factors: A detailed analysis that will discuss reuse alternatives for Chanute
Air Force Base will be conducted in the second EIS.

©® Transportation: The additional vehicle or train traffic necessary for implementing closure
of the base will be staggered over a period of years. The movement of each course will involve
an increase in traffic over a shorter time period. To prevent impacts on the local roadways,
the vehicle or train movements can be staggered.

E @ Schools: The Village of Rantoul feels that the closure of Chanute AFB will have a profound s
) effect on the Rantoul City Schools. The impacts would include a decrease in enrollment, 0SS msmm—
o in revenue, and a reduction in district staff. w—
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1. DESCRIPTION OF AND NEED FOR
PROPOSED ACTION

1.0 Introduction

The Defense Secretary’s Commission on Base Realignment and Closure ("Commission or
CBRC") was chartered on 3 May 1988 by the Secretary of Defense to recommend military
installations within the United States, its commonwealths, territories, and possessions for
realignment and closure. Subsequently, the Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law
100-526, 24 October 1988) endorsed the Secretary’s Commission and required the Secretary of
Defense to implement its recommendations unless he rejected them in their entirety or the
Congress passed (and the President signed) a Joint Resolution disapproving the Commission’s
recommendations.

The primary criteria used by the Commission for identifying candidate bases was the military
value of the installation. However, cost savings were also considered, as were the current and
projected plans and requirements for each military service. Lastly, the Commission focused its
review on military properties and their uses, not military units or organizational/ administrative
issues.

On 29 December 1988, the Commission recommended the realignment and closure of 145

54 will experience a change (either an increase or decrease) s units and activities are relocated.

On 8 January 1989, the Secretary of Defense approved those recommendations and announced
that the Department of Defense would implement them. The Congress did not pass a Joint
Resolution disapproving the recommendations within the time allotted by the Act. Therefore,
the Act now requires the Secretary of Defense, as a matter of law, to implement those closures
and realignments. Implementation must be initiated by 30 September 1991 and must be
completed no later than 30 September 1995. Thus, the decision has been made to close Chanute
AFB.

The Base Closure and Realignment Act requires the implementing actions to conform to the
provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEY’A), as implemented by the
President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations. In addition, this EIS also
follows Air Force Regulation (AFR) 19-2, which implements both NEPA and the CEQ
regulations within the Air Force system. However, the Act also modified NEPA to the extent
that the environmental analysis need not consider:

1. 'The need for closing or realigning a military installavion selected for closure or realignment
by the Commission;

2. the need for transferring functions to another military installation that has been selected as
the receiving installation; or

3. alternative military insallations 1o those selected.

1-1
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1.1 Scoping Process and Preplanning Analysis

To make the NEPA process more useful to decision-makers and the public, CEQ regulations
require a scoping proc-ss. The objective of this process is to determine the scope of i ues to be
addressed and to identify significant issues related to the action.

On February 8, 1989, the Department of the Air Force published a Notice of Intent in the Federal
Register to prepare the Environmental Impact Statement for the closure of Chanute AFB. Local
notification of the public scoping meeting was achieved through T\V., radio, and newspapers
within a 75-mile radius of the base.

On March 1, 1989, the United States Air Force conducted a public scoping meeting in the
Rantoul Township High School Gymnasium. This meeting was held to solicit comments and
identify concerns related to the impacts of the closure of Chanute AFB.

1.1.1 Public Scoping Meeting

During the public scoping meeting, many issues related to the disposal and reuse of the base
were raised. This document will address only those issues related to closure. Issues related to
the disposal and reuse of the installation and facilities will be addressed in the second reuse EIS.
Issues raised in the public scoping meeting and addressed in this document include the following:

® Physical and economic impacts on the regional wastewater facility
® Impacts of hazardous waste sites

@ Costs of environmental mitigations

® Land use issues

@ Surface water and groundwater impacts

® Removal and cleanup of buried fuel tanks

@ Removal and disposal of asbestos hazards

® Removal and disposal of PCB's

Issues raised in the public scoping meeting to be addressed in the second EIS.
@ Connection of Chanute to the Village electrical system

® Loss of jobs, population

® Large numbers of vacant homes, buildings

@ Loss of revenue for the Village of Rantoul, including State and Federal aid

@ Increased expenditures by the Village of Rantoul

@ Drop in property values

# Loss of local business revenue

o Loss of school attendance

1-2
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@ Elimination of use of the Chanute AFB by military retirees, especially hospital facilities
@ Personal distress, tension

@ Diminished educational funding

@ Reduction of non-profit social services

® Land reuss —

1.2 Relatea Environmental Studies

The potential environmental impacts that may occur at the receiving bases will be addressed in
separate environmental assessments at those installations and are beyond the scope of this EIS.
These environmental assessments include the following:

@ Environmental Assessment for the Realignment of Goodfellow AFB, Texas
® Environmental Assessment for the Realignment of Keesler AFB, Mississippi
@ Environmental Assessment for the Realignment of Lowry AFB, Colorado

@ Environmental Assessment for the Realignment of Sheppard AFB, Texas

1.3 Issues Beyond the Scope of the EIS

This EIS only addresses environmental impacts of the closure of Chanute AFB. A second EIS
will be prepared to cover the Air Force’s proposed final disposition of the base property
including community reuse [Federal Register 54, 6256 (ebruary 8, 1989)]. A socioeconomic
study will be conducted and included in the second EIS to discuss the effects on socioeconomic
factors.

The Installation Restoration Program (IRP) is independent of closure and beyond the scope of
this EIS. The IRP is only addressed to the extent that it is interrelated to closure actions and
associated potential impacts.

1.4 Relevant Federal, State, and Local Statutes,
Regulations or Guidelines

The following Federal and Air Force regulations relate to the proposed action:

Federal

@ National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA): Considers environmental factors through a
systematic interdisciplinary approach.

® FPresident’s Councii on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations: The agency that ad-
ministers the NEPA process.

® Endangered Species Act of 1973: Conserves ecosystems for the use of endangered or
threatened species.

@ National Historic Preservation Act: Protects districts, buildings, sites, and objectives sig-
nificant to American History.
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Clean Water Act: Reduces water pollution and the discharge of toxic and waste materials
into all waters.

Clean Air Act. Reduces air pollution dangerous to public health, crops, livestock, and
property.

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA/HSWA). Control of waste disposal and
hazardous waste.

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA): Controls the application of
pesticides to provide greater protection to humans and the environment.

Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act CERCLA (Su-
perfund)/SAR A: Provides for liability, compensation, clean-up, and emergency response for
hazardous substances released into the environment and the clean-up of inactive hazardous
waste disposal sites.

Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA): To regulate commerce and protect human health and
the environment by requiring testing and necessary use restrictions on certain chemical
substances and for other purposes.

Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs, Executive Order 12372: Provides oppor-
tunity for consultation by state and local governments of federal financial assistance or direct
federal development.

Air Forcs

Environmental Impact Analysis Process (EIAP) (AFR 19-2): Gives specific procedural
requirements for Air Force implementation of the NEPA

Pollution Abatement and Environmental Quality (AFR 19-1): States policies and assigns
responsibilities for the development of an organized, integrated, multidisciplinary, environ-
mental protection program to make sure the Air Force, at all levels of comni:.ad, conducts
its activities in a manner that protects and enhances environmental quality.

Environmental Pollution Monitoring (AFR 19-7): Sets up environmental pollution monitor-
ing program for Air Force installations.

Interagency and Intergovernmental Coordination of Land, Facility, and Environmental Plans,
Program, and Projects (AFR 19-9): Regulations requiring inter-governmental and inter-agen-
cy coordination.

Conservation and Management of Natural Resources (AFR 126-1): This regulation gives
policies, procedures, and functional responsibilities for managing and conserving soil, water,
forest, fish, wildlife, and outdoor recreation resources on Air Force lands.

Natural Resources Land Management (AFM 126-2): Program for development, improve-
ment, maintenance, and conservation of the real property of DOD installations.

1-4
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State

@ Illinois Environmental Protection Act: Establish a unified state-wide program for enviror-
mental protection and cooperate fully with other states and with the United States in
protecting the environment.

@ Air Pollution Control (Title 35; Subtitle B; Chapter I; Parts 201-245: Protect and enhance air
quality of the State of Illinois. Ensure compliance with ambient air quality standards.
Regulate stationary sources and administer special programs.

©® Land Pollution Control (Title 35; Subtitie G; Chapter I and II; Parts; 700-870): Enforce State
hazardous waste control laws and regulations. Regulate the use, storage, transportation,
treatment, and disposal of hazardous materials and waste.

@ Public Water Supplies (Title 35; Subtitle F; Chapter 1 and II; Parts 601-654): Ensure the
continuous operation and maintenance of public water supply facilities so that the water will
be assuredly safe in quality, clean, adequate in quantity, and the satisfactory mineral
characteristics for ordinary domestic consumption.

@ Water Pollution Control (Title 35; Subtitle G; Chapter I; Parts 301, 312): Restore, maintain,
and enhance the purity of the waters in the State of Illinois. Ensure that no contaminants are
discharged into the waters without being given the degree of treatment of control niecessary
to prevent pollution.

@ lllinois Endangered Species Protection Act: Conserve species of fish, wildlife, and plants
facing extinction.

Local

©® No local statutes or regulations pertain to the base closure process.

1-%
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2. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED
INCLUDING THE ACTION

2.0 introduction

This section describes the action, withdrawal of personnel, and closure of the base in sufficient
detail to allow environmental impacts to be assessed. Provisions of the Base Closure and
Realignment Act preclude the examination of any alternative actions to closure of the base. The
Act requires implementation of the closure; therefore, the “No Action” alternative is not
discussed. The only alternatives to be addressed will be alternative methods of carrying out the
closure.

2.1 Alternative Considered but Eliminated
Quick Withdrawal and Closure of Chanute Air Forca Base

During the public scoping meeting, a quick withdrawal of military personnel and closure of
Chanute AFB was proposed. This alternative was eliminated from consideration as a result of
the Defense Secretary’s Commission on Base Realignment and Closure. A phased withdrawal
and closure will lessen the impacis on the military personnel and the surrounding community.

Quick withdrawal and closure would not allow the receiving bases to compleie necessary
construction projects. Essentially, in a quick withdrawal, the technical training currently
conducted at Chanute AFB would cease. Transferring the training courses requires extensive
construction, alteration, and enhancement of facilities at the gaining bases requiring two to five
years to complete. The Air Force cannot function efficiently in several areas if it must suffer a
two-to-five-year gap in the essential technical training now conduicted at Chanute AFB.

2.2 Description of the Action

The withdrawal of personnel and closure of Chanute AFB will be implemented by relocating
the mission and related support activities of the Chanute Technical Training Canter to existing
technical training centers at Sheppard, Keesler, Lowry, and Goodfellow AFB’s.

@ Sheppard AFB, Texas will receive 52 courses including aircraft engine, propulsion, main-
tenance, and air crew life support training. The first class will begin in 1990 and the
realignment should be completed by 1994.

® Keesler AFB, Mississippi will receive 22 courses including avionics and weather equipment
maintenance, weather satellite system, and photo-interpretation training. The first class will
begin in 1990, and this realignment should be completed by 1992.

® Lowry AFB, Colorado will receive 45 courses including support equipment maintenance,
intercontinental ballistic missile maintenance officer, and operations training. The first class e
will begin in 1990; the realignmen:. should be completed in 1993.

2-1
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® Goodfellow AFB, Texas will receive 25 courses including fire fighting, cryogenics, fire truck wmsssms

operation, and maintenance and fuel inspection training. The first class will begin in 1992,
and the realignment should be completed in 1993.

This action will be a phased process. The process will be scheduled in accordance with the
graduation dates for each training class. The Air Force will not move students from Chanute to
the receiving bases. Students graduating from training classes at Chanute will transfer to their
permanent assignments. After each “final” class graduation at Chanute, that particular course
will be relocated to the receiving base. The next class of students will travel directly to the new
base for training.

Civil Service employees at Chanute AFB will be eligible for listing with the Priority Placement
Program within the Department of Defense. Personnel directly related to specific training
courses will have the opportunity to move to the base acquiring the training course. Many
military personnel at Chanute will be due for a permanent change of station when the base is
scheduled for closure. At thai time, military personnel will be transferred, and replacements will
be assigned to the bases acquiring the training classes.

Several alternative methods (mode) exist for transporting USAF supplies equipment and
personal belongings. These modes include truck, freight train, airplane, and barge. Usually
trucks provide the most feasible means of transport. However, due ‘o the nature and logistics of
the relocation, the optimal mode may be a combination of vehicles. The exact mix would be
based on cargo packaging, shipment schedules, and costs per unit. Using the assumptions given
in Appendix A, it is assumed that approxirnately 7,875 tons of USAF supplies, equipment and
personal belongings would be moved from Chanute AFB to the receiviag bases: Lowry AFB,
Colorado; Sheppard AFB, Texas; Goodfellow AFB, Texas; and Keesler AFB, Mississippi. Table
3.7 provides a summary of the possible alternative modes of transportation of equipment,
supplies, and personal belongings. No specific mode or combination of modes is preferred at
this time.
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Table 2.1
Summary of Key impacts Due to Base Closure
Closure
impact Area implementaticn Post Closure Notes
Project Area/ No Impact Undetermined Impact  The Closure of
Zoning and Politicai u, the base could
Boundaries allow the Village
of Rantoul to
regulate future
land use on the
base.
Chapman Courts No Impacts Continued main-
tenance to prevent
deterioration.
Water Resources/
Groundwater Resources No Impacts Possibly reduce
groundwater
withdrawal.
Surface Water No Impacts Continued main-
tenance of Base
Recreation Lake.
Waste Management/
Solid Waste Minor increase in Possible lengthened
waste stream to landfill life span.
landfill.
Wastewater Treatment
Plant Impact increases Significant Impact Affects:
during period of 1) Pumping
implementation facilities
2) Clarifiers
and packed
towers
3) Piping
systems
4) Sludge
handling
facilities
5) O and M Staff
Rantoul City Schools ~ Impact increase Si%gliﬁcant Impact Affects:*
during period of in Worst Case 1) Decrease in
implementation analysis enroliment
2) Loss in
Revenue
3) Reduction in
District
Staff

*For additional information see the Draft EIS comment from the Rantoul City Schools, District #137

(Exhibit 1) in Appendix D.

Source: Woolpert Consuitajits, 1989,
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3. GENERAL DESCRIPTION QF THE
PROJECT AREA

3.0 Instailation History and Mission

Chanute AFB, constructed in 1917 adjacent the Village of Rantcul, initially served as a training
facility and storage depot for aircraft engines and paint. Mechanical, photographic, and com-
munications training activities were transferred to Chanute in the early 1920s. In 1929, a
technical training school for all Air Corps mechanics was estabiished.

In 1938, appropriations were authorized to modemize the technical training facilities and expand
the base to its present size of approximately 2,100 acres. The Air Corps Technical Training
Command established its first headquarters at Chanute Field in 1941, During World War ]I,
aircraft maintenance, weather observation, life support, and metallurgy training were conducted
at the base.

Since World War II, military and technical training for aerospace weapon systems support
personnel has been the primary mission of Chanute Air Force Base. In 1959, the installation
was designated the Chanute Technical Training Center. The runways were closed for military
operations in July 1971, resulting in Chanute’s current designation as a non-flying training
facility. The current host unit at Chanute AFB is the 3330th Technical Training Wing.

3.1 General Description of the Project Area

Chanute AFR is located in the Village of Rantoul, which is in Champaign County in east-central
Illinois (see Figure 3.1). The City of Champaign-Urbana is approximately 14 miles south of
Chanute AFB (see Figure 3.2).

3.1.1 Climate

The Chanute AFB and the Rantoul community have a temperate continental climate with
characteristics reflecting their geographical position in Illinois. This is an area of climatic
transition between the northern and soutiicrn sectors of the State. This continental climate
produces a wide range of temperatures from 100 degrees Fahrenheit in the summer to -25 degrees
Fahrenheit in the winter.

The average annual precipitation is 36 inches. The greater monthly average precipitation occurs
during the summer months of June (four inches) and July (five inches). The lowest monthly
average precipitation occurs in the winter months of January and February when precipitation
usually does not exceed two inches.

3-1
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The prevailing wind comes from the southwest. Occasionally, during the winter months, the
wind comes from the west or northwest. The average annual windspeed is approximately sev-n
miles per hour. The &verage windspeed is usually greater during the winter and early spring,
then subsides somewhat during the summer,

3.1.2 Topography

Chanute AFB is located in a relatively level area between two glacially-dej osited moraines. The
local topography and glacial influences are the products of stream development. The land surface
slopes from 750 feet mean sea level (MSL) at the northwest corner of the base to an elevation
of 710 feet MSL along Salt Fork Creek near the southeastern installation boundary (see Figure
3.3). :

3.1.3 Zoning and Political Boundaries

In the Village of Rantoul, as shown in Figure 3.4, there are a variety of zoning districts along
the north base boundary, including M-1 (Manufacturing), C-2 (Commercial), R-2 (Residential),
R-4 (Residential High Density), and A-1 (Agricultural). Chanute AFB is designated as G-1
(Govermnment)on the zoning map. The zoning ordinance for the base provides for the unrestricted
use of all property within the base’s boundaries. The ordinance also prohibits any restrictions
on the type of building construction on the base. No designated flood plains exist on Chanute
AFB. A small portion of the southeast corner of the base, known as the 900 area, is not within
the incorporated boundaries of the Village of Rantoul and is not zoned.

Chanute AFB has gr~.nted several easements for utility lines and roads that cross the installation.
A sewer and water line easement was granted to an individual through the Chapman Court
housing area, and the State of Illinois was granted easements for road construction. The Central
lilinvis Public Service Company owns a utility easement for a power transmission line along
the northern border of the base and an outdoor sub-station. Eastern Illinois Telephone Company
was granted easements for telephone cables along the west bound :y of the base and in the
Chapman Court housing area, Right-of-way eacements were granted to an individual, a
commercial enterprise, and the Village of Rantoul for road construction. Another individual was
granted 2n easement for a drainage line.

Chapman Court

Chapman Court is an off-base housing annex located in the Village of Rantoul. This annex
consists of 120 structures. Currently, only 79 units are available for occupanzy. These units are
being used to house unaccompanied airmen, that is enlisted personnel not families.

Five years ago, the Air Force stopped maintaining the Chapman Court area. The intention was
to sell the development; however, the housiry; units were later needed for overflow from base
housing. Minimal maintenance has been reinstituted to prevent further deterioration. Currently,
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3.2 Physical Environment

3.2.1 Geology and Minerals

The bedrock within the study area is highly dependent on erosion, both glacial and preglacial.
The Pennsylvanian section is dominated by shales that contain interbedded sandstones and
limestones. The Mississippian section is predominantly limestones and dolomites with inter-
bedded shales. Lepth to the bedrock is approximately 250 to 300 feet, depending on the surface
and subsurface topography. The subsurface structure is controlled by the LaSalle Anticlinal
Belt, which trends North-South. The axis of the anticline is located approximately two miles
West of Chanute AFB. When this cpisode of deformation occurred, it not only folded the bedrock
but also fractured it, increasing the permeability.

The bedrock is overlaid by three, distinct, mostly unconsolidated glacial deposits (Wisconsinan,
Illionian, and Kansan Stages) referred to as till. The till stratigraphy is characterized by
poorly-sorted material that contains clay, silt, sand, gravel, and cobbles. Lenticular deposits of
well-sorted material deposited by glacial meltwater lie within these units. The three glacial
deposits are bounded by paleosols (buried soils). Described as silty with a high clay content,
these distinctions are stratigraphic in nature and should not be considered as a hydrologic barrier.
The till should be considered as one unit approximately 200 to 300 feet thick.

Some sand and gravel deposits in Champaign County are associated with the glacial end
moraines scattered throughout the County. A large deposit of sand and gravel is located to the
northeast and east of Rantoul. A few smaller deposits of sand and gravel are northwest of
Rantoul. Several abandoned sand and gravel pits are in a large deposit, which is east and
northeast of Rantoul. Currently, a sand and gravel extraction operation is located in the
Chanute-Rantoul vicinity.

Salt Fork Creek, which runs through the southeast corner of the base, has several isolated bodies
of pebbly sand. However, the Creek lacks sizable deposits of sand and gravel. No sizable deposits
of sand and gravel are known to exist on Chanute AFB.

3.2.2 Paleontology

No natural outcrops that would expose paleontological resources exist on the base. Undiscovered
materials may be in the bedrock below the base, but nothing is located near the surface. Fossils
may be located in any imported rock used for construction such as riprap, but these fossils would
not be locally derived.

3.2.3 Soils

The soils on the base have moderate water erosion potential and are not very susceptible to wind
erosion. The soils are generally moderately permeable. The majority of the soils located in the
southeast corner of {he base are moderately permeabie. Some of these soiis have moderately
slow permeability lower in their soil profile. The downward movement of water in these
moderate to moderately slow soils ranges from 0.2 to 2.0 inches per hour.
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The development of the base generally follows the soils that are most suited for development.
The areas of open space also follow soils that are not generally suited for development. Because
of improved construction practices, these land use patterns could vary in the future depending
on base reuse.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture encourages the wise use of the Nation’s prime farmland.
Chanute AFB has approximately 100 acres of prime farmland south of the runways on the
southeastern section of the base. These areas are used for agricultural purposes through the
agricultural outlease program in operation at the base.

3.3 Nolse Factors

In 1970, the north-south runway was closed, and in 1971, the east-west runway was closed. At
that time, Chanute AFB became a non-flying training base. These runway closures eliminated
the most significant noise impacts on Chanute AFB and the Village of Rantoul. Since those
years, the noise impacts created by normal base operations have been minimal, not exceeding
the noise impact that would be expected from a medium-sized city.

3.4 Air Quality
3.4.1 Regional Air Quality

The Chanute AFB-Rantoul community is withii. he Illinois Environmental Protection Agency’s
East Central Illinois Intrastate Air Quality Control Region. Champaign County is designated as
an attainment area for all pollutants (Illinois EPA, 1985.) This means that Champaign County
air quality meets all legal requirements. A monitoring station is located in Champaign County
in the City of Champaign. This monitoring station is part of the Illinois State/Local Air
Monitoring Station (SLAMS) network and is located 15 miles south of Rantoul. This site
monitors levels of sulfur dioxide and ozone. Until recently, a second monitoring station, which
monitored total suspended particulates, was located in the City of Champaign. This monitoring
station was removed in 1988, due to the switch by the United States Environmental Protection
Agency to monitoring of particulate matter with a nominal diameter of less than 10 micrometers
{PM-10.) The current national ambient air quality standards for particulate matter are only for
PM-10, even though Illinois continues to have standards for total suspended particles. The
sampling results for Champaign County are shown in Table 3.1. The summary of National and
Hllinois Ambient Air Quality Standards is shown in Table 3.2.

Once in 1987, total suspended particulate (TSP) values exceeded the primary standard in
Champaign County when the value reached 394 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m3.) The TSP
primary standard value was not exceeded in 1988. The secondary standard was exceeded once
during 1987 but not during 1988. During 1988, the highest value was 134 ug/m3. The trcnd
over the previous six years shows that TSP values have remained stable.

Sources of TSPs include combustion of fossil fuels, wind, and mechanical erosion of soil.
According to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, the high values were partially
attributed to the hot, dry climatic conditions that existed in 1987.

3-8
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TABLE 3.1

Summary of Monitored Air Quality in

Champaign County, lllinois

Total Suspended Particulates

(micrograms per cubic meter)

East Central
Illlnoisalimragtate b:umberofSamples Hichest Samol
Champaign County >15 > ghest Samples
Champaign, (Il pg/r;% u:ltha 1 2 3 4
1998 0 0 134 123 117 114
1987 1 1 394 148 144 106
Ozone
(parts per million)
East Central
flinois Intrastate
Champaign County Number of Samples Highest Samples
Champaign, lil. Greater than 0.12 ppm 1 2 3 4
1988 0 0.112 0.100 0.099 0.098
1987 0 0.123 0.099 0.094 0.091
Sulfer Dioxide
(parts per million)
East Central
lllinois Intrastate Number of Samples Highest Samples
Champaign County 3-hr . 24-hr. 3-hr.  Avg. 24-hr. Avg.
Champaign, il >0.5 >0.14 ist 2nd 1st  2nd
1988 0 0 0.056 0.056 0.027 0.026
1987 0 0 0.056 0.054 0.028 0.028

Sources: 1987 Annual Air Quality Report IEPA, lilinols 1988 Annual Air Quality Report.
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The ozone levels in Champaign County did not exceed the primary standard in 1987 or 1988.
The highest levels of ozone were 0.123 parts per million (ppm) in 1987 and 0.112 ppm in 1988.
Ozone is not directly emitted from pollution sources but is formed from emissions of nitrogen
oxides and non-methane organic compounds in the presence of heat and sunlight.

Sulfur dioxide levels for Champaign County were lower than the primary and secondary
standards for both 1987 and 1988. The highest level three-hour average samples were 0.056
ppm in 1987 and in 1988. The highest level 24-hour average samples were 0.028 ppm in 1987
and 0.0027 ppm in 1988. Trends over the previous six years show a stable sulfur dioxide level.
The main source of sulfur dioxide, which is produced from combustion processes, is the buming
of fossil fuels containing sulfur compounds.

3.4.2 Air Pollutant Emissions Sources

All existing facilities on the base that are regulated by Illinois EPA permits are in compliance
with air quality standards, and the permits are current (Illinois EPA, 1989).

The most significant air pollution emission sources at Chanute AFB are motor vehicles. The
primary stationary emission sources include the fire training operation (Illinois EPA permit ID
019065), the test cell heating plant (Illinois EPA permit ID 029065AAC), the central heating
plant, and the pathological incinerator that is located at the base hospital (Illinois EPA permit
ID 019817AAC).

The Illinois EPA permits for pollutant-emitting sources on the base will be renewed until they
are no longer needed for base operations. Chanute AFB has an operating permit (I.D. No.
019817AAC) from the lllinois Environmental Protection Agency to operate the central heating
plant with an electrostatic precipitator. This permit expired on December 17, 1989. Reapplica-
tion for renewal of the permit has been submitted to the Illinois EPA. The new permit was issued
December 12, 1989 and will expire December 17, 1992.

Inaddition to the Illinois EPA permitted sources and motor vehicles, natural gas domestic heaters
in base housing units, No. 2 fuel oil heated buildings, AGE school engines, and the base gas
stations emit pollutants. The estimated emission for base sources and the estimated emission for
Champaign County is shown in Table 3.3.

3.5 Water Resources

3.5.1 Groundwater

Four hydrogeologic units underly the base (see Figure 3.5). The Wisconsinan aquifer (upper
glacial deposit) is approximately 70-feet thick. The base lies within the recharge area of this
aquifer. Groundwater exists within 10 feet of the ground surface. The groundwater in the upper
part of the aquifer flows toward Salt Fork Creek, Water vields for the Wisconsinan aquifer range

from three to 60 gallons per minute (gpm). This aqzifer is not vsed by the Village of Rantoul
or Chanute AFB as a source of drinking water.

The Illinoian aquifer occurs at approximately 70 feet in depth. The general dircction of
groundwater flow is south. Well yields from the aquifer can be up to 800 gpm’s in the thicker
sand and gravel sections.

3-11
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Table 3.3
Estimated Annual Air Pollutant Emissions
Chanute AFB and Champeaign County

Annual Regional Estimated Annual
Emissions, Poliutant Ernissions,
Champaign County Chanute AFB Emissions
Pollutant (Tons/Year)2 (Tons/Year)3
Carbon monoxidel 392 398
Hydrocarbons 2,193 424
Nitrogen Oxides 2,578 97
Sulfur Oxides 4,412 10
Particulates 1,657 102

1 - Point sources.Because Champaign County is an attainment area, emissions from mobile sources
(vehicles) are not estimated.

2 - llincis EPA, Division of Air Pollution Control. (County estimates do not include Chanute AFB
estimates.)

3- Chanute AFB, Base Civil Engineering.

Source: lllinols EPA, Division of Alr Poliution Control, 1989.
Chanute AFB, Base Clivil Engineering.

The Kansan aquifer occurs at approximately 200 feet below land surface and is composed of
approximately 60 feet of sand. The direction of groundwater flow in the Kansan aquifer is south.
Wells tapping the Kansan aquifer may yield up to 3,500 gpm’s. During high volume pumping
periods, the water levels in the Kansan and Illinoian aquifer wells stabilize at approximately the
same elevation. This indicates some hydraulic connectios betvveen the two aquifers.

The bedrock aquifer consists of fractured sedimentary rocks containing highly mineralized
water. Due to its low yield and poor water quality, the bedrock aquifer is not considered areliable
water source,

Nine deep wells drilled into the lower glacial deposits of the Kansan aquifer supply the base
with water. Seven of the base’s wells are located in the northwest section of the base. Four of
these wells were drilled along the norther installation boundary. Two wells are located in the
southeast section ¢ the base.

The Kansan aquifer is also the Village of Rantoul’s municipal water source.

Water is pumped from the wells at a total volume of approximately 2.3 million gallons per day
(gpd). This figure is the average over a one-vear period, The water is treated and stored in water

Priivas W LA WS

towers that have a fotal capacity of 2.1 million gallons and then supplied through the base
distribution system,

An analysis of the raw water samples taken from base water production wells shows no evidence
of contamination in the aquifers used for water supply (Illinois EPA Division of Public Water
Supplies, 1989). The drinking water for the Village of Rantoul and Chanute AFB mects all state
and federal drinking water standards (Iilinois EPA Division of Public Water Supplics, 1989).
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Figure 3.5
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3.5.2 Surface Waters

The recreation lake, located in the southeast section of the base, has a surface area of
approximately 20 acres and is used for fishing. The site of the recreation lake was originally a
series of sewage lagoons constructed in 969 and used until 1973 when the facility became
obsolete. From 1978 to 1983, the lagcons werv cefilled and stocked with fish for recreational
purposes. The present recreation lake was constructed in 1984 and was stocked with fish over
a four-year period. During this process, the State District Biologist monitored the release of fish.
The District Biologist’s reports included data on fish population, pH, and total dissolved solids.
A complete water analysis was conducted in September 1987. The lake level is maintained by
pumping groundwater as needed.

Other surface waters on Chanute AFB include three golf course ponds that are located east of
the base runways. Each pond has a surface area of two acres. In the past, these ponds were used
for fishing, but several years ago this activity was discontinued because of the hazard posed by
golfers.

Salt Fork Creek flows along the southem installation boundary and parallels Perimeter Road
through the southeastern section of the base. Approximately 1.1 lineal miles of the creek are
within installation boundaries. Salt Fork Creek receives a majority of the on-base drainage. Data
from thie IRP sampling showed trace amounts of some volatile organic compounds and total
dissolved solids. The oil and grease concentrations exceeded drinking water standards.

The Upper Salt Fork Drainage Ditch, a larger waterway into which Salt Fork Creek drains, flows
along the north side of Rantoul then turns south approximately one mile east of the base. This
drainage ditch is used for wastewater treatment plant effluent discharged by the Village of
Rantoul. Chanute AFB stopped disci:arging into the Upper Salt Fork Drainage Ditch in late 1987
when the base was connected to the Village of Rantoul municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant
(1llinois EPA Division of Public Water Supplies, 1989).

3.5.3 Wastewater Discharge Permits

The Village of Rantoul’s wastewater treatment plant was issued a National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System Permit (NPDES) on February 21, 1985. The permit (No. IL0022128) was
modified August 6, 1986 and expires March 1, 1990. A new permit application is currently
being coordinated with the Illinois EPA (Randy Stauffer, Chief of Operations, Village of
Rantoul Wastewater Treatment Plant, personal communication, 1-19-90).

During the past year, no discharges of treated wastewater exceeded the Viilage of Rantoul’s
NPDES permit standards.

Chanute AFB was issued a NPDES permit (No. IL0027073) on September 12, 1983 to authorize
discharges into the Upper Salt Fork Drainage Ditch. Chanute AFB has since discontinued the
discharge, and the permit has been canceled. The base’s wastewater flow was transferred to the

. .
Rantoul Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant in November 1087,

The wastewater flow from Chanute AFB must meet local standards. If these standards are
exceeded, the base would be required to meet federal pretreatment standards. The base is in
compliance with the lccal standards (John Reale, Superintendent of Water and Wastewater,
Village of Rantoul, personal communication, 1989).
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3.6 Waste Management

This section addresses the management of current hazardous and non-hazardous wastes at
Chanute AFB.

3.6.1 Solid Waste

Solid, non-hazardous waste produced by Chanute AFB is taken to the Village of Rantoul landfill.
Total solid waste production at the base is approximately 5,300 tons per year. The landfill has
six to seven years of capacity remaining if the current rate of fill is maintained.

Chanute AFB implements a recycling program. The Resource, Recovery, and Recycling
Program (RRRP) recycles aluminum cans, paper, scrap items, steel, and rubber.

3.6.2 Hazardous Waste Management

In order to minimize future hazardous waste contamination, planning for spills or releases must
be in accordance with the Air Force’s “Guidance Manual for the Preparation of Spill Prevention
and Response Plans” (AFESC, 1987). Chanute AFB has several plans that address hazardous
materials. The purpose of the Spill Prevention and Response (CTTC Plan 705, 1988) is to
prevent the discharge of polliting substances or to contain and control the discharges if they do
occur and then to treat the site. The Management of Recoverable and Waste Liquid Petroleum
Products, (CABG Plan 211, 1984) and the Management of Hazardous Waste (CTTC Plan 708,
1986) are documents that providc guidance for the proper management of hazardous waste.

3.6.3 Hazardous Waste Storage

Chanute AFB operates a permitted Hazardous Waste Conferming Storage Facility. 1he base has
a history of disposing of wastes in a timely manner that requires only minor clean-up efforts.
The base also operates hazardous waste accumulation points that can accumulate hazardous
wastes for up to 90 days before moving them to the conforming storage facility.

3.6.4 Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Permit

Chanute operates its Hazardous Waste Storage Facility under an interim RCRA permit and has
applied to the EPA for a finalized permit to store hazardous wastes.

3.6.5 Wastewater Treatment Plant

Prior to the municipal connection, Chanute AFB operated a wastewater treatment plant for
sanitary sewage. All sanitary, commercial, and industrial wastewater was discharged to and
treated by this plant. The industrial wastes included paint-related material, petroleum-oil and

lubricants, corrosive materials, and fuel. All wastewater generated by Chanute AFB is now

h-on'nr‘ at tha /3 "nnn nf Dantanl] Wactawatne Teantseant Dine
Al G MtWw Y LA l\ull\\l“l Y QoW YY Qv 11\«(&“11\«!]5 Y ‘all‘

The wastewater treatment plant in the Village of Rantoul was built with Air Force support. The
plant has a maximum capacity of eight million gallons of water per day (gpd). The average flow
is 3.5 million gpd with occasional flows of 2.5 million gpd. The AFB, including the Chapman
Court housing area, accounts for approximately one half of the total flow to the Municipal
Treatment plant.
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The Air Force contributed approximately 10.5 million dollars to the construction of the WWTP.
The Air Force retains no part of ownership or control in return for its coniribution. Rather, the
Air Force receives the services of the WWTP at a reduced rate.

3.6.6 Polychlorinated Biphenyis (PCE)

Currently, five active PCB (7500 ppm) transformers and two active PCB contaminated (50-500
ppm) transformers are on the base. There are 591 capacitors and transformers on base with
unknown PCB content. A survey to test capacitors and transformiers for PCB content was
completed in November 1989. The results can be found in Appendix B. Cleanup of PCB-con-
taminated devices will be accomplished under applicable federal and state regulations.

3.6.7 Asbestos

The extent of asbestos currently on the base is not known. The base is scheduled to be surveyed
in 1990. The survey will include all buildings and Military Family Housing Units. The friable
asbestos, asbestos particles capable of becoming airborn, must be assessed for health and
environmental risks. When the risks are determined several options can be considered:

@ Long-term monitoring of the raaterials conditions

@ Enclosure within solid structures

® Encapsulation with sprayed-on coatings

® Remcoval of the material

3.6.8 Underground Storage Tanks

Currently, 77 known Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) exist on the base. A UST management
plan will be developed. (he plan will include a priority list for upgrading or replacing the USTs.
All UST systems will be tested for leaks prior to transfer of ownership. If a UST is leaking, it
will be removed but not replaced. Where possible, any soil contamination caused by leaking
USTs will be removed upon discovery. If the contamination is extensive enough for immediate
removal, the site will be added to the IRP. Abandoned USTs, those no longer in service, are
programmed for removal in conjunction with the IRP or other O&M Air Force programs.

3.6.9 Other

Oil/Water Separators

Seven oil/water separators exist on Chanute AFB. These separators will be closed or transferred
to a new owner in compliance with all regulations.

Abrmnua Reacimd Dodly Ciavama Tanba
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Sixteen, above-ground bulk storage tanks exist on Chanute.

3-16




FEIS

Radon

The Air Force has mandated the Radon Assessment and Mitigation Program (RAMP) to
determine radon levels in buildings on base. This program was developed to evaluate levels of
radon exposure to milita.y members and their dependents and to provide a means for mitigation
if necessary. Several buildings, including housing units, have been surveyed, and the results
have indicated that further surveys should be conducted. A year-long radon survey is planned.

3.7 Installation Restoration Program (IRP)

3.7.1 Introduction

In 1980, the United States Air Force (USAF) began implementing the Department of Defense
(DQOD) Installation Restoration Program (IRP). The IRP is designed to identify and fully
evaluate suspected contamination associated with past hazardous waste disposal practices and
to control hazards to human health and the environment resulting from past operations.

The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) as
amended by the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA) is the Federal Law
implemented with the IRP.

Chanute AFB is not on the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s National Priorities
List.

Regulatory oversight is provided by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region V, by
the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, and by the Illinois Department of Public Health.

The first hazardous waste investigation activity under the IRP was conducted in 1983. A records
search identified six potential disposal sites that required further study. A seventh site was
subsequently added. From 1984 to 1986, an IRP investigation was conducted at the base to
further assess potential contamination at the disposal sites. The findings of these preliminary
site evaluations indicated that further remedial investigations and feasibility studies were
required as part of the remedial program. A summary of the IRP sites is presented in Table 3.4.
The IRP site locations are shown in Figure 3.6.

3.7.2 Site Descriptions
Landfill Site 1

History

Landfill Site 1 was used from the late 1930s until 1960. During this period, the landfill received
garbage, paper, wood, metal, ashes, aircraft parts, empty pesticide containers, shop wastes, and
construction/demolition debris. A major portion of the wastes generated on the base during this
period was disposed at the Landfill Site 1. The wastes were deposited in an area fill method.
The landfill depth is estimated to be approximately eight to 10 feet. The site occupies an area
of approximately 19 acres and is located northwest of Salt Fork Creek. The material deposited
in this landfill was routinely burned.




FEIS

Previous Studies

During the IRP Phase II-Stage I investigations completed in 1986, three, shallow Wisconsinan
monitoring wells were installed and sampled. Groundwater sampling results indicated trace
concentrations of phenolic comipounds as well as oil and grease.

Further investigations were initiated at the site late in 1987. A geophysical survey was conducted
to define landfill boundaries and to identify areas containing large metallic objects. Four,
shallow Wisconsinan wells were also installed along the periphery of the site to monitor the
groundwater quality of the uppermost waterbearing sediments. Since 1988, these wells have
been sampled on a quarterly basis, In addition, the sediments and surface waters of Salt Fork
Creck have been sampled for analysis. To date, analytical results from groundwater, surface
water, and sediment sampling indicate concentrations of organic contaminants to be at or below
detection limits. Aquifer tests were conducted to determine the hydraulic characteristics of the
site.

Future Investigations

Future work at Landfill Site 1 will include installation and sampling of deeper monitoring wells,
designed to investigate the groundwater quality of the underlying Illinoian aquifer. Confir-
matory sampling of shallow, Wisconsinan wells and sampling and analysis of the surficial soils
forming the landfill cap will also be concluded in the near future. In addition, the landfill cap
thickness will be determined at a number of locations on the site.
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Figure 3.6
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Landflll Site 2

History

Landfill Site 2 was used over a period of 15 years starting in the early 1950s. Wastes disposed
of at thesite included garbage, trash, shop residuals, and construction rubble. Depth to the bottom
of the landfill is approximately eight to 10 feet. As was the case with Landfill Site 1, the area
fill method and periodic burning were used at this site. The site is located on approximately 20
acres.

Previous Studies

The initial investigation at the site included the installation and sampling of one, shallow
Wisconsinan well. Surface water samples were also collected along adjoining Salt Fork Creek.
Analytical results from this sampling indicat:d trace concentrations of an organic solvent in a
surface water sample and trace concentrations of phenolic compounds in the Wisconsinan well.

Subsequent work at the Landfill Site 2 included geophysical surveys for landfill boundary
determination and aquifer tests to evaluate the hydraulic characteristics of the site. Groundwater
quality of the uppermost waterbearing sediments was investigated through the installation and
sampling of four, shallow Wisconsinan wells along the periphery of Landfill Site 2. As was the
case in Landfill Site 1, analytical results from groundwater sampling indicated concentrations
of organic contaminants at or below detection limits.

Future Investigations

Future work at Landfill Site 2 will include the installation of one monitoring well in the Illinoian
aquifer, which immediately underlies the Wisconsinan deposits. In addition, the surficial soils
forming the landfill cap will be sampled at selected locations.

Landfill Site 3

History

After the closure of Landfill Site 2, Site 3 was opened. Base garbage, refuse, shop waste, and
rubble were deposited at the site during its operation. The operation of this 20-acre site was
similar to that of Landfill Sites 1 and 2.

Pravious Studies

During the initial investigation, three, shallow Wisconsinan monitoring wells were installed
along the immediate periphery of Landfill Site 3. Trace amounts of phenolic and volatile
compounds, as well as oil and grease, were found in the wells.

Late in 1987, geophysical surveys and aquifer pumping tests were conducted to characterize the
site. Five additional Wisconsinan monitoring wells were installed along the periphery of the
site. Results of quarterly sampling indicate iow ieveis of organic contaminants, generaiiy beiow
federal maximum contaminant levels (mcls). In addition to the shallow wells, a deeper Illinoian
well was installed immediately downgradient of the site. Analytical results from five sampling
rounds show the concentration of organic compounds in tne Illinoian aquifer to be generally
below detection limits. Although traces of these compounds have been detected during in-
dividual sampling rounds, the presence of these compounds could not be confirmed by
subsequent sampling.
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Future Investigations

Upcoming work at Landfill Site 3 will be limited to confirmatory sampling of the existing
shallow and deep wells. In addition, the surficial soils forming the landfill cap will be sampled,
and landfill cap thickness will be determined at select locations.

Landfill Stte 4

History

Landfill Site 4, located in the southeast corner of the base, operated over a four-year period
beginning in 1970. This 16-acre site received wastes that included garbage, refuse, shop residues,
and construction/demolition debris. Filling at the site included trench and area fill methods.
Although burning probably also took place, it occurred less frequently than in the older landfills.

Previous Studies

During the initial investigation, four, shallow Wisconsinan wells were installed along the
periphery of the site. Trace concentrations of oil, grease, and phenolic and volatile organic
compounds were detected in these wells.

Additional work at Landfill Site 4 included the installation of four, shallow Wisconsinan wells
and an Illinoian well, located downgradient of Landfill Site 4. As is the case with the other
landfills, only trace concentrations of organic contaminants have been detected. Geophysical
surveys and aquifer tests were also conducted to characterize the site.

Future Investigations

Upcoming work at Landfill Site 4 will be limited to confirmatory sampling of the existing
shallow and deep wells. In addition, the surficial soils forming the landfill cap will be sampled,
and landfill cap thickness will be determined at select locations.

Building 932: Tank Sludge Disposal Pit

History

Until 1979, sludges from fuel tanks were disposed of in a diked pit located east of Building 932.
Currently, the pit area is used to store drummed sludge prior to its removal by an off-base
contractor.

Previous Studies

During the initial investigation of the site, one Wisconsinan well was installed and sampled. In
addition, the sludge pit and a surface water sample were obtained for analysis. Trace concentra-
tions of phenolic compounds and 50 mg/kg of lead were detected in the surface water and studge
samples, respectively. No contaminants were detected in the groundwater samples.

Further investigations concluded in late 1987, included soil organic vapor (SOV) geophysical
surveys and aquifer tests. In addition, two shallow monitoring wells were installed in the
immediate vicinity of the sludge pit. Surface water and sediment samples were collected from
an intermittent stream adjoining the site and along Salt Fork Creek.
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The SOV survey identified areas to the sludge pit that had elevated organic vapor concentrations.
Although detected, compounds associated with hydrocarbons were found at relatively low
concentrations in surface water and sediment samples from the intermittent stream and Salt Fork
Creck. Quarterly sampling of the Wisconsin wells generally indicates an absence of con-
taminants in the uppermost waterbearing sediments.

Future Investigation
The impact of the sludge disposal pit on the underlying Illinoian aquifer will be investigated in
upcoming work of the site. One, deep Illinoian well will be installed and sampled at the site.

Fire Tralning Area 1 (Inactive)

History

Fire Training Area 1 . as active over a 15-year period beginning in the early 1950s, Old planes
were moved off the runway and used for training activities. Waste fuels, paints, solvents,
thinners, and other combustibles were reportedly bumed at this site.

Previous Studies

During the initial investigation, one, shallow Wisconsinan monitoring well was installed and
sampled. Trace concentrations of oil and grease were detected in the well.

The site investigation concluded in late 1987 included SOV and geophysical surveys as well as
aquifer tests and exploratory soil borings. In addition, surface water and sediment samples were
collected and shallow, and Wisconsinan wells were installed and sampled.

The SOV survey identified two areas with indications of near-surface organic contamination.
One of these areas was subsequently confirmed through analysis of the soils recovered from the
exploratory boreholes. Analytical results from surface water samples collected in Salt Fork
Creek indicate concentrations of organic compounds at or near detection limits and below federal
maximum contaminant levels (mcls). In contrast, sediments from Salt Fork Creek do show
significant concentrations of hydrocarbon-related compounds. The source of these compounds
is uncertain because prior to December 1987 treated effiuent was discharged immediately
upstream of Fire Training Area 1. Groundwater samples from the shallow wells were generally
at or near the detection limits of organic compounds.

Future Investigation

Some confirmatory sampling will be performed to support a risk assessment in conjunction with
the preparation of a no-further-action decision document. If indicated, confirmatory sampling
and analysis of groundwater, surface water, and sediment will be undertaken.
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Fire Training Area 2 (Active)

Fire Training Area 2 has been active since 1965, During the first 15 years of its operation, waste
oils, solvents, and hydraulic fluids were burned at the site along with JP-4. In recent years, JP-4
has been the only flammable liquid burned at this site.

Previous Studies

The initial investigation at Fire Training Area 2 included the installation and sampling of six,
shallow Wisconsinan monitoring wells. Surface water samples were also obtained from a
holding lagoon on site. Three of the wells and the surface water sampling stations had detectable
concentrations of volatile organic compounds.

Additional work at the site included an SOV survey, aquifer tests, exploratory borings, surface
water and sediment sampling, and the installation of additional shallow wells.

The SOV survey identified a number of areas along the periphery of the site that had elevated
organic vapor !:vels. Surface water and sediment sampling results showed that adjoining Salt
Fork Creek has been largely unaffected by the activities in the training area. Soils recovered
from Fire Training Area 2 show moderate contamination by hydrocarbon-related conmpounds.
The results of groundwater sampling indicate fair-to-moderate concentrations of organic com-
pounds.

Future Investigation

The impact of the fire training activities on the deeper Illinoian aquifer will be investigated with
the installation and sampling of an Illinoian aquifer monitoring weil. In addition, the test pits
will be excavated and sampled within the training arca and the near-surface sediment of a
collection ditch will be sampled for analysis. Existing shallow wells will also be sampled for
confirmatory purposes.

Underground Storage Tanks and Akandoned Fuel Lines

Fifteen, abandoned underground stoiage tanks and abandoned fuel lines were identified in

previous studies. Currently, a funded project is underway to modify some existing tanks S0 that s
all the tanks can be removed at once. The removal should occur in 1990. All of the approximately e
6,950 feet of abandoned pipe in the test cell area will be removed. —

In 1587 and 1988, eight more abandoned tanks were identified as well as approximately 6,100
additional ze. f abandoned fuel line. These tanks and the abandoned fuel line will also be
removed.

During tank and pipeline removal work, soils will be sampled and analyzed to verify that no
contaminants, which might affect the underlying aquifers, remain in the soils.
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3.8 Blological Environment

3.8.1 Wildlife Resources

The Chanute AFB Fish and Wildlife Management Plan has been developed with the assistance
of the United States Department of Interior, the Illinois Department of Conservation, the
University of Illinois, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Construction Engineering Research
Laboratory.

Most wildlife species that are still found in the area have greatly reduced populations (Chanute
AFB Fish and Wildlife Management Plan, 1984). The wildlife species that are found on Chanute
AFB are listed in Table 3.5. The actual on-base occurrence of these animals is limited by
available habitat. The base is on the edge of the Mississippi flyway for migratory waterfowl.
This location may lead to an occasional seasonal appearance of migrating surface feeding ducks
(Anassp.), geese (Branta sp.), or swans (Cygnus sp.) The lack of suitable habitat for these species
makes their presence intermittent during the migratory seasons. No known nesting sites for
predatory birds exist on the base. Hawks and owls inhabit Champaign County but are not
frequently observed on the base.

Every five years, the Fish and Wildlife Management Plan is revised and updated. The most
recent update was in 1984. The purpose of this plan is to manage the fish and wildlife habitat
in a manner that will maximize the public benefit from the land. The plan proposes improvements
that encompass the concepts of protection, enhancement, altcration, and manipulation of wildlife
habitat to reaiize the benefits that come from multiple use and sustained yield practices. The
primary goals of this plan are to develop a diverse habitat for non-game species and to provide
additional cover for game species.

The land and water resources for fish and wildlife management are shown in Figure 3.7 and
described in Table 3.6. The water rescurces include golf course ponds constructed in the 1950s
and 1960s. The base recreation lake was added in the mid-1980s. Prior to 1979, records were
not kept on the stocking of fish in the golf course ponds. In 1979, the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service stocked 40 Redear Sunfish in the ponds; however, these ponds have not been
used for fishing in the past four years due to the hazards posed to those fishing by golfing
activities. The Fish and Wildlife Management Plan does not propose any physical improvements
to the golf course ponds.

No hunting is permitted on Chanute AFB. Chanute AFB has issued one permit a year for trapping.
This on-base pevmit is issued as a wildlife management control measure. Muskrat have been the
most prevalent, but raccoon, beaver, mink, and red fox have been trapped over the years.
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TABLE 3.5
Chanute Air Force Base
Animals Found on Chanute Air Force Base

Common Name Scientific Name
Songbirds various
Ringneck Pheasant Phasianus colchicus
Waterfowl various
Squirrels Sciurus spp.
Cottontail Rabbit Sylvilagus virginiana
Muskrat Ondatra zibethieus
Beaver Castor canadensis
Red Fox Vulpes fulva
Mink Mustela vion
Raccoon Procyon lotor
Bass Micropterus salmoides
Channel Catfish Ictalurus punctatus
Bluegill Sunfish Lepomis macrochirus
Green Sunfich Lepomis cyanellus
Redear Sunfish Lepomis microlophus
Carp Cyprinus carpio

Source: Chanute AFB Fish and Wildlife Mansgement Plan, 1984,
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Figure 3.7
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TABLE 3.6
Chanute Air Force Base
Fisheries Habitat
Fisheries Habitat Faatured and
(By Water Only) Associated Spacies Acreage
Golf Course Ponds
- East Redear Sunfish 2.0
- Middle Redear Sunfish 2.0
- West Redear Sunfish 2.0
Recreation Lake Largemouth Bass 20
Bluegill Sunfish
Channel Catfish
Wildlife Habitat
Wildlife Habitat Featured and
(By cover type) Associated Species Acreage
Mixed Forest Songbirds, Squirrels 12
Agricultural Land Ringneck Pheasant 311
Cottontail Rabbit
Grassland/Field Ringneck Pheasant 560
Cottontail Rabbit
Streamside/Aquatic Cottontail Rabbit 1.1 miles
Songbirds of stream
Foraging Fish

Source: Chanute AFB Fish and Wiidlife Managemant, 1984,
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3.8.2 Plant Resources

No natural or undisturbed vegetative associations exist on Chanute AFB (Landscape Develop-
ment Plan, 1985). The vegetation is composed of ornamental species, agricultural products, and
some n2ative grasses and annuals derived from the prairie associations that once dominated the
area surrounding the base. The region around the base is under intensive production of corn,
soybeans, wheat, and hay.

Two base plans are responsible for the management of plant resources. The Landscape
Development Plan, which has developed over the last 40 years of landscape planting, and the
Cropland Management Plan, which provides Chanute AFB with agricultural land.

The original planting concept for the base was very simple. All streets, walks, and lawns were
shaded with trees. Hedges and shrubs were used extensively to control and channel pedestrian
movement. Foundation plantings were used to define visual interest and special use areas, and
evergreens were used for screening purposes. The long-term effect of the tree planting has been
a modification of the base’s environment. Many of the shrubs are now gone or are in poor
condition. The Landscape Development Plan found that plant replacement and maintenance
over the last 15 years has been inadequate.

The Cropland Management Plan operates from two objectives: (1) financial benefits for the
Government and the lessor and (2) maintenance of the leased land by the lessor.

The agricultural leased land is found in the central section of the base surrounding the runways;
it encompasses approximately 311 acres. The ieased areas are used for harvesting cash crops
(com and soybeans). The soils affect the maximum yields for crops. On the leased land on the
base, the maximum yields range from 129 to 160 bushels of corn and 44 to 51 bushels of
soybeans. As specified by the Cropland Management Plan, the lease has to follow conservation
practices acceptable to the United States Department of Agricuiture, Soil Conservation Service.
These practices include a corn-soybean rotation plan and tillage methods that provide a 32
percent ground cover after planting.

3.8.3 Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Species

There is no record of federally endangered plants or animals on base nor is there known critical
habitat for any of these species on base. The only federaily listed species that would be found
in Champaign County is the Indiana Bat, which requires a well developed riparian habitat. This
habitat does not exist on base. (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, personal communications, 1989).
Only one state endangered species of plant or animal may use the available habitat on base. The
Upland Sandpiper (Bartramia longicauda) prefers pastures and hayfields for resting during the
months of April to September. No records of this species exist on base (Illinois Department of
Conservation, Natural Heritage Program, 1989), but there have been sightings in the region.
Rccently, a nesting pair of Upland Sandpipcrs (Bartramia longicauda) were sighted ap-

nila cethh A F L Tlabh Me
rn\u\nuawn] five miles south of \,nampalgﬁ viocana (of. Glenn Suﬂdefs\;ﬂ, Hlinois Depaf-muﬂt

of Natural History, personal communication, 1982). The location is approximately 20 miles
south of Chanute AFB.

The base has not had a formal survey performed to determine the presence of threatened or
endangered species or habitat suitable for such species. The lack of suitable habitat makes their
appearance on base unlikely. A formal survey is not required or indicated.




FEIS

3.9 Cultural Resources

3.9.1 Archaeological Resources

Native American cultural sites are not known to exist on Chanute AFB. No other known
prehistoric or historic archaeological sites exist on the base. Archaeologists with the Illinois
Historic Preservation Office conducted on archaeological reconnaissance survey of the base in
May 1987 and found no significant archaeological resources.

3.9.2 Historic Resources

Currently, no historic sites or districts exist on Chanute Air Force Base (Bill Callahan, lilinois
Historic Preservation Office, personal communication, 1989). The Iilinois State Advisory
Council on Historical Preservation has recommended that a program for inventory and assess-
ment of historical resources at the base be initiated during 1988 so that results will be available
by 1991.

The study began in October 1988 and was completed ir November 1989, The survey is currently
under review.

The considered buildings are concentrated in the Old Main Bay area. The area will be evaluated
as a historic district in addition to the evaluation of individual buildings.

3.9.3 Visual and Aesthetic Values

Chanute AFB is located in a région dominated by relatively flat, agricultural land. To provide
a visual break, windbreaks, and shade, landscaping was performed.

This landscaping centered on the original portions of the base now dominated by mature ash
and elm trees. The buildings on base were built in a Georgian/Traditional style. Visually, this
section is the most cohesive area on the base. The consistent use of brick, limestone, and red
tile architecturally unifies the area. The landscaping and consistent architectural style have
combined to create a campus-like visual environment.

The recreation areas on base provide other visually interesting areas. These areas combine large
spaces with widely spaced mature trees. The golf course and the new recreation lake provide
opportunities for bird watching and other outdoor activities.

Over the past few years, several plans have been written that address visual aesthetics on Chanute
AFB. These plans are the Outdoor Recreation Plan, the Fish and Wildlife Plan, the Landscape
Development Plan, and the Architectural Environment Guidelines. Each plan has components
that address landscape issues, such as planting appropriate vegetation in sufficient quantities.
This landscaping also provides habitat and food for wildlife. The Architectural Environment
Guidelines propose to establish a base-wide design theme.
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3.10 Transportation

The closure of Chanute AFB would require transport of personnel, aircraft, missiles, and other
supplies and equipment associated with course groups locatex! at the Technical Training Center
(see Table 3.7). These courses will be relocated to Sheppard AFB, Wichita Falls, Texas; Lowry
AFB, Denver, Colorado; Goodfellow AFB, Saz Anpelo, Texas; and Keesler AFB, Biloxi,
Mississippi (see Figure 3.8).

Chanute AFB is located in Rantoul, Illinois, 14 miles north of Champaign. The base is close to
the U.S. Interstate System; it is two miles east of Interstate 57 and 14 miles north of Interstate
74. Rantoul is 121 miles south of Chicago and 100 miles east of the Mississippi River. There
are 5,960 military and 991 civilians assigned to Chanute. Most of the military positions are filled
by students. The average daily number of students is 3,370.

The relocation will not include students; they will be sent to new training center locations. There
are 1,310 military and 590 civilian positions being relocated. In addition, three categories of
cargo must be shipped including equipment/supplies, workstations, and personal property.
There are 2,204 tons of equipment/supplies, 1,425 tons of office workstations, and 3,446 tons
of personal property cargo.

Lowry AFB is located in Denver, Colorado directly west of Aurora. Lowry is also close to the
interstate system; it is four miles south of Interstate 70 and within four to six miles of Interstates
25 and 225. The Lowry Technical Training Training Center will be gaining 320 military and
170 civilian positions. The weight of equipment and property associated with relocating the
vehicle maintenance, minutemai: missile, and SCRAM/ALCM course groups is approximately
1,500 tons. The highway distance is 980 miles from Chanute AFB.

Sheppard AFB is located in Wichita Falls, Texas. Sheppard is also served by the interstate
system,; it is within one mile of Interstate 44. Sheppard is also within 100 miles of the Dallas/Ft.
Worth metropolitan area. The Sheppard Technical Training Center will be gaining 580 military
and 280 civilian positions. The weight of the equipment and property associated with relocating
the CE Liquid Fuels, Jet Engine/Test Cells/Turbo Prop, Metals processing and ACE, ACT
Systems, FAB/Chute Egress, and Life Support course groups is 3,200 tons. The highway
distance is 790 miles from Chanute AFB.

Goodfellow AFB is located in San Angelo, Texas. Goodfellow does not have access to the
interstate system; however, it is served by major arterials and four-lane divided, limited access
highways. Goodfellow is within four miles of U.S. Route 277. It is also served by U.S. Routes
87 and U.S. Routes 67. The closest interstate is I-20, which is almost 70 miles north of the base.
San Angelo is 214 miles west of San Antonio. The base is 130 miles north of the Rio Grande
River. The Goodfellow Technical Training Center will be gaining 230 military and 70 civilian
positions. The weight of the equipment and property associated with relocating the fuels and
fire course groups is 1,700 tons. The highway distance is 1,050 miles from Chanute AFB.
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Keesler AFB is located in Biloxi, Mississippi. Keesler has good access to the interstate system;
it is one mile west of Interstate 110 and six miles south of Interstate 10. Biloxi is within 80 miles
of the Port of New Orleans and is directly north of the Gulf of Mexico. Mobile, Alabama is 50
miles to the east. The Keesler Technical Training Center will be gaining 180 military and 70
civilian positions, The weight of the equipment and property associated with relocating the
weather and weather maintenance course groups is 680 tons. The highway distance is 810 miles
from Chanute AFB.

3.11 Socloeconomic Factors

The Village of Rantuol, Illinois is part of the Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul Metropolitan Statis-
tical Area (MSA), which also includes the Cities of Champaign and Urbana. The 1987
population estimate for the Village is 20,690, which is a 2.6 percent increase from the 1980
census fiqures. The Village is the third largest municipality with Champaign (59,180) and
Urbana (36,892) being first and second. The population estimate for Chanipaign County is
172,700, an increase of 2.5 percent since 1980. This indicates a slow growth of arelatively stable
population number. These fiqures include approximately 3,250 permanent parties and families
living on Chanute AFB and approximately 4,000 students in training. The County has over
64,072 households with an average household size of 2.3 people. Rantuol has approximately
6,198 households with a higher household size of 2.8 people. A greater part of the total Rantuol
population is between 18 and 34 years of age with the median age being 22. The median
household income for the County is more than $25,000 with a per capita income of $11,875.
Rantoul’s per capita income is slightly lower at $9,600.

The total civilian employed labor force is 84,125 for Champaign County. Chanute Air Force
Base emplcys approximately 2,397 civilian personnel. The County had the lowest unemploy-
ment rate of all the Illinois metropolitan areas in 1987 and 1988. The average number of
employed people in the Champaign County labor force increased in 1988 to 84,118 adding 1,019
new jobs over the 1987 average. The annual unemployment rate is 4.2 percent for the County
and approximately five percent for Rantuol. Changes in 1988 employment by industry compared
to 1980 showed the private and public sectors added jobs. The most dramatic changes occurred
in professional services, which increased 46 percent.

Industrial expansion has been a goal of the Rantoul Community for the past 20 years. During
this period, seven major plants have settled in the community employing approximately 2,000
people. These plants produce diverse products such as wooden doors and windows, motorcycle
helmets, automobile dashboards, electronic components, and other auto-related components.
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4. ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES

4.0 General Information

The Air Force is aware of its legal and regulatory responsibilities and will conduct closure in
accordance with all applicable Federal and State Requirements. The withdrawal and closure will
provide generally positive impacts on the biological and human environment of Chanute AFB.
The impacts to these environments will result from the removal of equipment and base personnel.
The following sections describe the biophysical impacts of the closure of Chanute AFB.

The exception is Rantoul’s waste water treament plant (see section 4.6.3). In response to the
draft version of the EIS, the City School system pointed out that the base closure would result
in closing four to five school buildings. These closed buildings will require a decision on whether
or not to discontinue utility service to those buildings. The financial loss would inhibit the ability
to maintain these buldings and require total renovation or reconstruction to meet Illinois codes.
For additional information see the Rantoul City School’s Draft EIS comment (Exhibit 1) in

Appendix D.

4.1 Project Area
4.1.1 Climate

The closure of Chanute AFB will have no impact on the local climate.

4.1.2 Topography
The closure of Chanute AFB will have no impact on the topography of the base.

4.1.3 Zoning and Political Boundaries

Chanute AFB is within the corporate limits of the Village of Rantoul and has a zoning ordinance
designation of G-1. The closure of the base will not change any current poiitical boundaries but

could eventually result in a zoning change for this area. The current zoning (designated
government, G-1) provides for unrestricted use of the property and prohibits any restrictions on

the type of building construction on base. The closure of the base and possible future rezoning

could allow the Village of Rantoul to regulate future land use on the base. Future land uses will ™
be discussed in the second, reuse EIS.

—— ]
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4.2 Physical Environment
4.2.1 Geology arid Minerals

The geology and mineral resources on the base will be insignificantly affected. Local sand and
gravel mining will be affected by the closure.

4.2.2 Paleontoiogy

The closure of Chanute AFB will Liave no impact on the paleontology deposits beneath the base.

4.2.3 Soils

The development of Chanute AFB has generally followed the development potential of the soils
on the base. Construction techniques now allow development on soils that were not previously
considered well-suited for development. This may have an impact on the future development
of the base. Closure of the base should have some positive impacts on the base soils, because
training, maintenance, or new construction for new military missions will no longer be aconcern.
The elimination of new construction will prevent grading or excavating for base needs, allowing
the soil to retain its natural profile. The elimination of construction by the military will also
reduce the amount of soil erosion. Areas of prime farmland are currently being used for
agricultural purposes as part of the base’s outlease program. These areas may still be available
for agricultural purposes depending on the future uses of the base. The impacts to agricultural
uses, including subsurface tile drainage systems (see State of Illinois Dept. of Agriculture letter
in Appendix E) will be discussed in the reuse of EIS. The risks of soil contamination by spills
or unintended releases of hazardous materials due to military operations would be eliminated.

4.3 Noise Factors

When flights were discontinued and the runways were closed in the early 1970s, the most
significant producer of noise was eliminated from the base. Since that time, the noise impacts
have been the result of normal base operations and the movement of traffic.

Due to reductions in traffic and the elimination of construction and base operations, the noise
levels will decrease when the base is closed. During the movement of equipment, supplies, and
personnel, the amount of traffic noise will increase insignificantly. This insignificant incrcase
would be offset by reduced numbers of personnel and traffic on the base.

4.4 Air Quality

The Chanute-Rantoul community is within the Illinois Environmental Frotection Agency’s, East
Central Illinois Intrastate Air Quality Control Region. This region enjoys generally good air
quality. The only standard exceeded by the air quality region was for total suspended particulates
(TSP) on one occasion in 1987 (Illinois EPA, Division of Air Pollution Control, 1988). Even
though air quality standards for TSPs were exceeded once, this did not constitute a violation
since the short-term standards are values that are not to be exceeded once per year. The base
closure will significantly reduce the number of motor vehicles in the Chanute-Rantoul com-
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munity resulting in lower automobile emissions. The existing steam generating plant will be
operated at a reduced level, and the pathologizal incinerator at the hospital will be shut down.
The particulate poliution will be decreased vy reducing the emission sources mentioned above;
however, due to the intensity of agricultural !and use in the area, particulates could still be a
source of pollution.

The reductions of air pollutant emissions are not expected to result in significant changes in
local air quality. As shown in Table 3.3, the estimated emissions from the base are only a small
portion of the total emissions for Champaign County.

4.5 Water Resources

4.5.1 Groundwater Resources

The base receives its water from nine deep wells drilled into the Kansan aquifer. The closure
will decrease the demand for drinking water. This decrease will have a subsequent decrease in
the amount of water pumped from the ground. The closure of the base will preclude new
construction for military operations. Therefore, the impervious surface on the base will not
increase. This will have a positive impact on the upper aquifer because the base is within the
recharge area for the Wisconsinan aquifer. The maiatenance of the base’s vegetation will
decrease, resulting in less surface water runoff, Also, the water will percolate more readily into
the ground.

The closure of the base will eliminate the risk of inadvertent releases or spills of hazardous
materials due to training and base operations. At Chanute AFB, the IRP is currently in the
Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study phase, the phase in which problems are quantified and
their extent and seriousness are studied. As the IRP progresses, the program will reach the
Remedial Action (RA) phase. Prior to this, the proper groundwater mitigation measures will be
determined.

4.,5.2 Surface Waters

Surface waters on Chanute AFB are relatively scarce. The three golf course ponds total six acres
insurfacessize, and the recreation lake is approximately 2C acres. Until the property is transferred
to civilian hands, the Air Force will maintain the lake level as nceded by pumping groundwater.

Salt Fork Creek would receive a positive impact from the closure of the base. The creek will
not be contaminated due to hazardous material spills. The reduction of motor vehicles on the
base will result in less pollutants running off the parking lots and roads. There will be less surface
runoff from construction areas and the base in general. The reduced surface water drainage
should result in less siltation of Salt Fork Creek.
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4.6 Waste Management
4.6.1 Solid Waste

The closure of Chanutc AFB will result in a beneficial impact to the Village of Rantoul landfill,
The reduction in the amount of waste from the base should give the landfill a longer life span.
The waste generated by the closure will not provide a significant increase in solid waste because
of the total base reduction.

4.6.2 Hazardous Waste Storage Facility

All the waste stored in the facility will be properly disposed of and all residual contamination
will be remediated in accordance with an EPA RCRA approved closure plan. Sampling will
occur at the hazardous waste accumulation points as well as an assessment of whether a history
of spills has occurred at any of these accumulation points.

4.6.3 Wastewater Treatment '

The closure of Chanute AFB will result in less wastewater flow into Rantoul’s wastewater
treatment plant. This reduced flow will have an effect on Rantoul’s wastewater treatment plant.

The closure of Chanute will result in the loss of approximately 50 percent of the average daily
flow to the treatment facility. This loss of flow will greatly affect the following areas: 1) three,
in-plant pumping facilities, 2) all clarifiers and packed tower reactors, 3) all pressure and gravity
piping systems, 4) sludge handling facilities, and 5) plant O&M staff (Mike Little, Sodemann
and Associates, Inc., 1989). Preliminary information shows impacts as follows:

1. InPlant Pumping Facilities

Three, in-plant pumping stations are in operation. With a 50 percent reduction in flow
rate to these facilities, two major problems will arise. The first problem is due to
excessive cycling of the 30 to 125 horsepower motors driving these pumps. Excessive
cycling will result in heat build-up in the motor and controls resulting in motor failure.
The larger motors will not function properly and will need to be replaced with small
pumps and motors sized for the reduced flow rates to be expected. The second problem
involves the doubled detention time in each pump station wet well. At reduced flow
rates, these detention times will exceed EPA standards and will result in a deterioration
of wastewater quality and potential hazardous conditions for the treatment facility.

2, Clarifiers and Packed Towers

The treatment plant consists of thiree stages of clarification and two stages of packed
to~-zr biological reactors. At the reduced flow rates it will be necessary to remove units
from service to maintain proper loading rates on the remaining units. It is unknown how
this can be accomplished to prevent long-term degradation of the structures and the
equipment/media therein. At this point, it would appear that the cost to take these units
out of service, in a manner that will not allow degradation, will be equal to the continued
cost to operate and maintain them.
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3. Pressure and Gravity Piping Systems

Reduced flow rates through the facility will result in additional maintenance problems
associated with low flow velocities in all piping systems. It is uncertain at this time what
the overall effect will be, but it is certain that pipe fouling and plugging problems will
arise when the flows are reduced.

4. Sludge Handling Facilities

The treatment plant uses an anaerobic digester and raw sludge handling facilities with
drying by belt filter presses. The reduced solids loading to the digester will either make
it inoperable or too expensive to run due to reduced gas production. In either case, it will
force all sludge handling to the raw sludge facilities, which will resuit in a higher cost
per thousand gallons of sewage treated, since no solids will be reduced through the
digester.

5. Plant O&M Staff

The reduction in flows will not result in a proportionate reduction in personnel. The
facility is already at minimum staffing levels acceptable to the Illinois EPA and minimum
numbers of operators to man a two-shift, seven-day-per-week operation. In addition, all
stages of treatmunt will remain, although the number of units in operation in some stages
may be reduced. The current maintenance staff is marginally adequate for the present
operation and could only be reduced minimally, if at all, in the event of the loss of
Chanute’s flows.

Chanute may not maintain the connection to the municipal wastewater treatment plant
to accommodate the infiltration/inflow (I/T). The I/1 is approximately 25 percent of the
total flow. The I/ is stormwater that enters the sewage system through leaks, cracks,
manholes, or malfunctioning seals. If the connecticn to wastewater treatment plant is
not maintained, flooding may occur in basements and lowlying areas. One alternative
to maintaining the connection would be to flush the lines and shunt any I/I into Salt Fork
Creek. The base will use existing piping to discharge into Salt Fork Creek.

In summary, the loss of flow from Chanute will result in numerous operating problems,
some requiring capital improvements to correct. It will also result in a 45 to 50 percent
loss in revenue with almost no drop in operation and maintenance expenses.

4.6.4 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB)

In October 1989, a survey was conducted to test for PCB concentrations. The results can be
found in Appendix B. Current Air Training Command plans call for Chanute AFB to be free of
PCB prior to transfer of the property.

4.6.5 Asbestos

The extent of asbestos on Chanute is not currently known. The asbestos survey planned for 1990
will be completed before disposal of the base. Because the extent of asbestos is not known, the
impacits from base closure will depend on the extent and condition of the asbestos identified.

Acccording to Air Force policy, asbestos must be removed or controlled if it is in a location and
condition that constitutes a health hazard or a potential health hazard, or the removal is required
by law. The most important factors in dealing with asbestos are knowing its location and
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condition and having a management plan to prevent asbestos containing materials from s
becoming a health hazard. There are no statutory or other mandatory standards, criteria Or s
procedures for deciding what to do with asbestos. The asbestos needs to be analyzed to determine s
what course of action needs to be undertaken in terms of removal or remediation. To best
determine what response is required, a health professional needs to make a determination, based e
on exposure or potential exposure levels, as to what should be done with the asbestos on base. s
The Air Force Policy on Management of Asbestos at Closing Bases can be found in Appendix s

C. I

4.6.6 Underground Storage Tanks

The Air Force will closely coordinate the disposition of USTs with the Illinois State Fire Marshal
and EPA, Region V.

4.6.7 Other

Oii/Water Separators

The oil/water separators will either be disposed of or decontaminated depending on base reuse.
The separators and resulting sludges will need to be disposed of if there is no further need for
them. Decontamination will include pumping all compartments of the separator and removing
oils, volatiles, and aqueous and sludge layers, including sand and grit.

Above-Ground Bulk Storage Tanks

These tanks will be drained and purged of flammable gases to minimize the risk of accidental
ignition or explosion. The final disposition of these tanks will be determined when the base
ownership is transferred.

Radon
The Air Force will disclose results of all radon testing including radon levels in housing units.

4.7 Installation Restoration Program

The closure of Chanute AFB will prevent new hazardous wastes from being generated by the s
military in the short or long term. The elimination of hazardous substances will have a positivc mmm
impact on the biological and physical environment on the base. The impact of hazardous
substances releases will probably not be short term. The sites under investigation could be
restricted from future dev=lopment until any necessary rc.aedial actions are completed.

The Installation Restoration Program (IRP) would not be affected by implementation of closure.
The IRP is independent of the base closure process and will continue, as needed, after the military
mission has been terminated. Through this program, the United States Air Force is committed
to thoroughly investigate and remediate contaminated sites as needed. The Air Force, EPA,
Region V, and the State of Illinois will be involved in decisions on the clean-up of contaminated
sites.
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4.8 Blological Environment

The withdrawal of military personnel and closure of the base generally will have positive impacts
on the biological environment. Because of the decreased amount of maintenance and military
operations, the base may provide a better habitat for plant and animal species. The animals
common to Chanute AFB (Table 3.5) are ordinarily found in the type of environment that exists
on the base. With the elimination of base operations, their habitat may increase in quality and
size. These increases in habitat quality and size may be tempered if the recommendations of the
Fish and Wildlife Management Plan are not carried out before closure of the base. The tree
planting and landscaping around the recreation lake are especially important to habitat develop-
ment.

No threatened or endangered plant or animal species will be negatively affected by the base
closure.

4.9 Cultural Resources

Native American sites or other prehistoric or historic archaeological will not be negatively
affected as a result of base closure.

No prehistoric or historic archaeological sites will be affected by the base closure.

Currently, no sites or districts on Chanute AFB are listed on the National Register of Historic
Places. Some buildings in the Old Main base area may be listed when they are 50 years old
(1991.) The base closure should not have significant adverse impacts on any possible sites
(districts) since the Air Force is committed to continual base maintenance until ownership of
the base is transferred.

After closure, the base will be maintained at a level sufficient to prevent deterioration of property.
The grounds probably would not be maintained at the present level; however, because base
maintenance will continue, no significant adverse effects to visual and aesthetic values are
anticipated.

4.10 Transportation Impacts

None of the transportation modes used to relocate the designated course groups will cause
negative impaclts.

The urban area of Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul, Illinois has a daily commute time (journey-to-
work trip) of 34 minutes. According to the 1988 edition of Places Rated Almanac, the freeway

traffic is considered to be a moderate flow during peak conditions. It has been determined that
the local highway network will absorb any increase in truck traffic as a result of the base closure
and will not experience adverse travel impacts during peak or non-peak periods. Similarly,
current scheduling parameters offset any adverse impacts of relocating the course groups

through the use of either of the modes in the local area of Rantoul, Illinois.
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The shorter period of time for movement of each course move will not cause adverse impacts
to the local road network. The increase in truck traffic will be offset by a reduced number of
vehicles on and off base. Scheduling truck and/or rail movements to and from the base during
the non-peak traffic hours would also prevent impacts.

4.11 Socloeconomic Factors

An EIS is required to discuss socioeconomic effects only when such effects are interrelated with
natural or physical effects. During preparation of this EIS, the Air Force considered whether
any indirect biophysical effects could be attributed to socioeconomic impacts. Except in the case
of the Village of Rantoul Wastewater Treatment Plant, no such effects or interrelationships were
found. Therefore, it was not necessary for the completeness of the environmental analysis to
forecast socioeconomic consequences, and this EIS does not attempt to do so.

However, the Air Force is sensitive to the community upheaval caused by closing a major
employer like an Air Force base. Therefore, the Air Force is working with the Office of
Economic Adjustment (OEA) to assist those communities expected to be hardest hit as a result
of base closure.

Also, a second EIS will be prepared to cover the Air Force’s proposed final disposition of the
base property including community reuse. A study will be conducted to examine the overall
effects on socioeconomic factors. This study will be included in the second EIS. For example,
this study will include anticipated loss of tax revenues, housing and school impacts, and the loss
of employment from base closure as if there were no positive benefits from reuse. These elements
will then be compared to the gains expected as a result of the reuse options for the base. The
positive and negative impacts will be discussed in the second EIS to help the Air Force in its
decision making with respect to disposal and reuse. Such analysis will be less speculative than
it would be if were it undertaken today, since an important component, development reuse
options including a community reuse plan, will then be available.

The OEA, located in the Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense, provides the chief staff
arm for the President’s Economic Adjustment Committee (EAC). The EAC consists of the
federal department and agency heads and was established under Executive Order 12049 on
March 27, 1978, to bring to bear the resources of various federal agencies in assisting
communities affected by base closures.

Oné of OEA's activities is to assist these communities to develop and implement a comprehen-
sive economic recovery program. The EAC then affords priority assistance to community
requests for federal technical assistance, financial resources, excess or surplus property, or other
requirements that are part of this program.

Economic adjustment programs have been initiated in the communitics affected by the Com-
mission on Base Realignmenis and Ciosures. Where required, OEA is providing impaci planning
grants for community base reuse plans.
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4.12 Relationship Between Short-Term Uses and
Long-Term Productivity of the Environment

The closure of Chanute AFB was recommended by the Secretary of Defense’s Commission on
Base Realignment and Closure. The closure of the base would discontinue all current military
uses of the base. After closure, the risk of accidental hazardous material spills or releases due
to the military will no longer be present.

The sites currently under investigation will preclude development in those areas until they have
been fully investigated and the threat to life is determined as insignificant or the necessary
cleanup is completed.

The long term socioeconomic productivity for the Village of Rantoul is not discussed in this
document. A second EIS will be prepared to cover the Air Force’s proposed final disposition
of the base property, including community reuse. A study will be conducted to examine the
overall effects on socioeconomic factors. This study will be included in the second EIS.

The general impacts to the environment will be beneficial in the short term. The long-term
impacts are unknown because the future uses of the base have not been determined.

4.13 Irreversible or Irretrievable Commitments of
Resources

Due to the transportation requirements of the closure action, the energy usage will temporarily
increase. Other minor resources that would be irretrievably committed are landfill capacity and
resources used to manufacture packing materials. No demolition of activities is planned due to
the closure of the base. Therefore, irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources will
be minor.
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5. AGENCIES CONTACTED,
LIST OF PREPARERS, REFERENCES

5.0 Agencies Contacted (Personal Communication)

Champaign County -
Zoning Administrator - Ty Clapper (217) 384-3708

Chanute Air Force Base -
Major Dave Wittnebert (217) 495-3154
Bob Hannah, 3330 ABG/DEE, Chief of Engineering (217) 495-3436
John Hinton, 3330 ABG/DEE, Environmental Coordinator (217) 495-2375

Headquarters, Air Training Command, Randolph Air Force Base, Texas-
Catherine McMullen (512) 652-3240
Lt. James (512) 652-3240

llilinois State Natural History Survey Division -
Head, Wildlife Research Section, Dr. Glen Sanderson (217) 333-6870

Ilinois Historic Preservation Office -
Bill Callahan (217) 785-4512

lllinois Department of Conservation -
Natural Heritage Division - John Buhnerkempe - Data Coordinator (217) 785-8774

Sodemann and Associates, Inc, -
Mike Little (217) 352-7688

United States Fish and Wildlife Service -
Fish and Wildlife Biologist - Bill Harrison (612) 725-3276
Fish and Wildlife Biologist - Jerry Vade (309) 793-5800

Village of Rantoul -
John Reale - Superintendent of Water and Wastewater Departments (217) 892-2762
Mayor Podagrosi (217) 893-1661
Frank Elliott , Consultant for Economic Development (217) 853-1661
John Stauffer, Chief of Operations, Rantoul
Wastewater Treatment Plant (217) 892-2762
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5.1 List of Preparers

United States Air Force

Catherine McMullen, B.S. Civil Engineering - 3 years in Environmental Engineering -
Headquarters, Air Training Command

United States Army Corps of Engineers, Louisville District
William R. Haynes, M.A. English - 11 years as Environmental Protection Specialist
Woolpert Consultants

Mark Lawner, PCP, AICP, Project Principal - M.S. City and Regional Planning - 25 years in
environmental and city/regional planning

Fred Zeidman, AICP, Director of Planning - Master of Urban Planning - 15 years in city/regional
and environmental planning.

Warren C. High, Biologist/Project Manager - B.S. Fisheries and Wildlife Biology - 9 years in
environmental biology and impact assessment

Dave Cornell, P.E., M.S. Civil Engineering - 30 years in environmental program management
and administration

Mark Ray, Biologist - M.S. Environmental Science - 7 years in applied ecology and
environmental impact analysis

Sue Hiller, Environmental Planner - M.S. Soil, Water, and Engineering - 8 years in soil science,
environmental planning, and archaeology

A. Carlos Landaburu, Environmental Scientist, Ph.D. - 14 years in environmental impact
analysis

Robert Flood, Aquatic Biologist, B.S. Biology - 3 years in preparation of aquatic baseline studies
and environmental impact analyses

Stephen P. Phipps, Geologist/Environmental Scientist, B.S. Geology - 4 years geologic mapping
and computer modeling

David Hafley, AICP, Senior Planner - Master of Urban and Regional Planning - 10 years in land
use and environmental planning

Mark S. Cundiff, Environmental/Land Use Planner, M.A. Community Development and
Planning - 6 years in land use and environmental planning

William Wilbert, Senior Landscape Architect/Environmental Planner, B.L.A. Landscape
Architecture - 12 years in site analyses and impact assessments

Will C. Ballard, Environmental Planner, Master of Urban Planning - 2 years land use and
environmental planning




Howard Wienerman, Environmental Scientist, B.S. Science Administration and Biology - 10
years in environmental sampling and analysis

Sharon Rozier, Land Use Planner, B.S. Urban Planning - S year socioeconomic analysis

Charles Everett, Transportation Planner, B.S. Urban Studies - S years transportation planning
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Assumptions for Closure Implementation

This section explains the assumptions used to quantify the transportation impacts of the Chanute
AFB closure and resource relocation. The results presented were derived for impact assessment
purposes and may not accurately reflect actual closure plans. The potential environmental
impacts of implementing the closure are defined by the quantities and types of materials being
transported and by the mode of transportation. For this purpose, quantities of weight have becn
associated with personnel teing relocated, equipment, and supplies. All of the applicable modes
of freight transportation have been shown to relate the utility or disutility of each mode for
providing long-haul transport services. It is assumed that each of the modes truck, train, plane,
and barge or a combination of these modes, will be considered. Pipeline was excluded due to
the lack of adequate pipel..ie network. For this purpose, the following quantities of personnel
and equipment have been determined.

The total working force, military and civilian, at Chanute is approximately 5,950. However, the
number of people involved in the relocation is 1,900. This number has been estimated based on
the 3,370 average daily students who will no longer go to Chanute for training. Approximately
50 percent of the current civilian employees and the military training personnel are associated
with the course groups.

It is assumed that each workstation contains an average of 1,500 pounds of equipment (Mather
AFB 1988) and that each employee represents a workstation. Thus, it is estimated that in addition
to the 2,204 tons of course group equipment, 1,425 tons of office workstation equipment will
be moved.

It was also assumed that 64 percent of military and 39 percent of civilian employees are single
(BCP 79). Single personnel were assumed to occupy three rooms and personnel with dependents
five rooms. Rooms were calculated as containing 1,090 b, (Mather AFB). Therefore, the amount
of personal property weight is 3,446 tons.

The combination of equipment, workstations, and personal property brings the total weight of
materials to be moved to approximately 7,075 tons.

It is assumed that 838 military and 220 single civilian employees will be flown via commercial
air to their respective bases. The other 472 military and 361 civilian employees and families
will be flown via commercial air or use their privately owned vehicles to reach their destinations.

Modal Considerations
Highways

The national system of Interstate and Defense Highways is more than 96 percent complete with
only one percent of the proposed work not begun. Much of the remaining work consists of urban
arterials, which are extremely expensive because of the cost of land acquisition. In 1985, trucks
accounted for 26 percent of the vehicle miles traveled on interstate highways. Trucks carrying
freight accounted for 24.8 percent. This includes 600,000 ton-miles of cargo. The motor carrier
was the second highest cargo mode of transport.




Rail

The American Railroad system is almost completely occupied with freight traffic. Of the
$27,586 billion in 1985 operating revenues, $26,688 billion (97 percent) was generated by
freight operations. The rails accounted for 37.2 percent of intercity freight traffic and 898,000
ton-miles of cargo. The train was the primary cargo carrier.

Air

All air freight shipments can be considered intermodal because a truck is used for origin/des-
tination to and from the terminal access and egress. No direct pick-up or delivery occurs between
the airplane and the shippers location. Also, in a longhauli air-surface move, the shipper gets the
benefit of airspeed for a portion of the routing and lower surface rates for the other portion.
Generally, air-freight shipment is the most expensive. Commercial freight carriers moved only
three percent of the freight in 1985.

Waterway

In 1985, water transport moved over 13 percent of all freight in the United States. This figure
compares with 37 percent of the freight that is transported by rail, 25 percent that is transported
by truck, and 23 percent that is transported by pipeline. Although water represents only a small
percentage, it is still a significant mode of transportation. Water shipment is limited by the
location of the waterways and the cities that border the rivers and oceans. Delivery is slower;
however, water transport is often less expensive than rail or truck and larger shipments can be
moved more easily.

Description of Caretaker Program

A caretaker force will be established to provide several services, i.e.; sufficient maintenance to
prevent deterioration of buldings, minimal maintenance of grounds, maintenance of the water
supply system, and restriction of access to the base.
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AIR FORCE POLICY
Management of Asbestos at Closing Bases

INTRODUCTION

Asbestos in building facilities is managed because of potential adverse human health effects.
Asbestos must be removed or controlled if it is in a location and condition that constitutes a
health hazard or a potential health hazard or it is other wise required by law (e.g., schools). The
hazard determination must be made by a health professional (in the case of the Air Force, a
Bioenvironmental Engineer) trained to make such determinations. While removal is a remedy,
in many cases management is an acceptable and cost-effective method of dealing with asbestos.
The keys to dealing with asbestos are knowing its location and condition and having a
management plan to prevent asbestos containing materials that continue to serve their intended
purpose from becoming a health hazard. There is no alternative to management of such
serviceable asbestos containing materials, because society does not have the resources to remove
and dispose of all asbestos in all buildings in the United States. Most asbestos is not now, nor
will it become, a health hazard if it is properly managed.

There are no laws applicable to the five closure bases that specifically mandate the removal or
management of asbestos in buildings, other than the law addressing asbestos in schools (P.L.
99-519). Statutory or regulatory requirements that result in removal or remediation of asbestos
are based on human exposure or the potential for human exposure (e.g., National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) = no visible emissions; OSHA = [..num-
ber..] of airborne fibers per cc. There are no statutory or other mandatory standards, criteria, or
procedures for deciding what to do with asbestos. Thus, health professional judgment based on
exposure levels or potential exposure levels must be the primary determinant of what should be
done with asbestos. Apart from this professional and scientific approach, closing bases presents
the additional problem of obtaining an economic return to the Government for its property.
Asbestos in closing base properties must also be analyzed to determine the most prudent course
in terms of removal or remediation cost and the price that can be obtained as a resuit.

The following specific policies will apply to bases closed or realigned (so that there are excess
facilities to be soid) under the Base Closure and Realignment Act, P.L. 100-526.

1. Asbestos will be removed if:

(a) The protection of human health as determined by the Bioenvironmental Engineer

requires removal (e.g., exposed friable asbestos within a building) in accordance with
applicable health laws, regulations, and standards,

(b) A building cannot be sold without removal, or removal prior to sale is cost-effective;
that is, the removal cost is low enough compared to value that would be reccived for a
“clean” building that removal is a good investment for the Government. Prior to the




decision to remove asbestos solely for economic reasons, an economic analysis will be
conducted to determine if demolition, removal of some types of asbestos but not others,
or asbestos removal and sale would be in the best interests of the Government.

(c) A building is, or is intended to be, used as a school, child care facility, or hospital.

When asbestos is present but none of the above applies, the asbestos will be managed using
commonly accepted standards, criteria, and procedures to ensure sufficient protection of
human health and the environment, in accordance with applicable and developing health
standards.

A thorough survey for asbestos (including review of facility records, visual inspection, and,
where appropriate as determined by the Bioenvironmental Engineer and the Base Civil
Engineer, intrusive inspection) will be conducted by the Air Force prior to sale.

Appraisal instructions, advertisements for <ale, and deeds will contain accurate descriptions
of the types, quantities, locations, and congitiou of asbestos in any real property to be sold
or otherwise transferred outside the Federal Govemnment. Appraisals will indicate what
discount the market would apply for if the buildiny were to be sold with the asbestos in
place.

Encapsulated asbestos in a building structure, friatle or not, is not regarded as hazardous
waste by the Air Force, nor does encapsulation within the structuse of the building constitute
“storing” or “disposing of” hazardous waste, Asbestos incorporated into a building as part
of the structure has not been “stored” or “disposed of.”

Friable asbestos, or asbestos that will probably become friable, that has been stored or
disposed of underground or elsewhere on the property to be sold will be properly disposed
of, unless the location is a landfill or other disposal facility properly permitted for friable
asbestos disposal.

The final Air Force determination regarding the disposition of asbestos will be dependent
on the plan for the plan for disposal and any reuse of the building. Decisions will take into
account the proposed community reuse plan and the economic analysis of alternatives (see
para 4). The course of action to be followed with respect to asbestos at each closing
installation will be analyzed in the Disposal and Reuse Environmental Impact Statement,
and will be included in the record of decision (ROD). Any buildings or facilities where the
proposed asbestos plan is controversial will be addressed in the ROD, whether individually
or as a class of closely related facilities.

Since other considerations must be taken into account at bases that are continuing to operate,
this policy does not apply to them, nor is it necessarily a precedent for asbestos removal
policy on them.
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exhibit 1

’&'&“ District 137 0/6‘
Champaign County

DAVID D. GLISSON, Sug ‘~at
400 East Wabash 2 ..

. Rantoul, Illinois «iBER

CHANUTE AFB CLOSURE IMPACT
RANTOUL CITY SCHOOLS, DISTRICT #137
RANTOUL, ILLINOIS

The Rantoul City Schools consists of six buildings that enroll 2,483 students in grades
K through 8 and Special Education. This enrollment consists of 65% base connected
students and 35% non-base connected students. The following impact structure has
been organized based on the assumption that all military and civilian connected base
personnel will move from the community due to the base closure. It appears that the
district could very well expect a worse case scenario of approximately 880 K-8 stu-
dents and two buildings remaining open to provide for the educational needs of these
students. 233 staff members are currently needed to meet all of the staffing needs in
the six buildings. If the base closes it will take approximately 84 staff members
thereby reducing total staff by 149. If this scenario would come about, the district
would be required to close four of the present six buildings over a period of time as
the Air Force gradually phased out its operation. Due to the present federal and state (/
funding formulas, the district would lose approximately 70% of its State and Federal
resources. This would not take into account the potential loss in local taxes due to the
lower tax assessment created by decreased property values. Some real estate sources
have indicated property values could be lowered as much as 30% or more. *

Even though the present Impact Aid Law under Section 3E indicated a provision to
) provide transition funds for school districts in the event that a military installation

closes, there is no present appropriation at the federal level as we understand it. Dr.
John Lynch, Deputy Secretary of the Defense, has proposed that $20-$25,000,000 be
appropriated by Congress to assist federally impacted districts. First impressions are
that $45,000,000 may be needed during the first year funding. A more detailed study
is going to be conducted during the first part of March to assess this in greater detail.
The point is that a special appropriation would have to be requested from Congress
and it would have to be realized that this would need to be funded during a number of
the transitional years. It is also requested that the military authorities communicate

J R —




to the local school systems early each year due to a requirement in Illinos which
requires districts make staff decisions sixty days before school is out otherwise those
staff members are automatically employed for the next year. The timing between

staff needs and student reductions due to the closure would be essential tc keep from
destroying the local schools.

It is obvious the approximate loss of 149 jobs would have significant impact upon the
district and the community. At the present time, it represents one the of the leading
employers in Champaign County. The district has been recognized for a number of
years as providing outstanding educational services to students. During 1987-88, the
district was evaluated by the state office and has been recommended to be placed on a
5-year cycle, rather than the traditional 3. The evaluation team indicated this recom-
mendation was being made because of the obvious outstanding facilities, staff and
services being provided to students. During 1969 the district reached its peak in en-
rollment of 4,900 students. That enroliment has decreased in recent years to a low of
2,270 and has since increased to 2,483. During this decline from 4,900 to the present
number the special education classes have grown from six (1969) to twenty-one. One
of the main reasons for this increase in special education services is due to the active
work of the Chap Organization within the Air Force. The entire Rantoul area has a °
very high reputation for providing quality special education services. jWe understand
that this is not necessanly the case at other bases throughout the country If this be the’
case, the impact on the quality of those special education programs being provided for
students could be decreased in a very significant manrer.

One other factor that would normally go unnoticed in a statistical study and report, is
that of the quality of the people who make up the staff of Rantoul City Schools. Fora
number of years, the district has expended quite a lot of time and energy in outstand-
ing rescarch to recruit a very competent staff, Not only will there be severe economic
and potential program reductions as a result of the Chanute Air Force Base closure, it
will also have a devastating impact upon the high morale, cooperative spirit and team
work currently provided by the present staff. Outside state evaluation teams and visi-
tors to the district frequently remark about the special caring quality that seems to
exist among the Rantoul City Schools' "family". Research indicates that students
learn best when an environment of this nature is provided for educational progress and

AU

development to occur. The following statistics are provided for your consideration
using the 1987-88 school year's financial data.
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IT.

ENROLLMENT IMPACT

A.  Military living and
working on base (3A)

B.  Military living and
working off base (3B)

C.  Civilians living and
working off base (3BC)

D.  Non-base connected

E.  Total Enrollment

F. Net Decrease

G.  Percent Change

FINANCIAL IMPACT (a)

A.

B.

Federal sources
State sources

Local taxes

Projected revenue decreases
in state and federal sources

Percent change

Other Costs
Unemg. syment Costs

PRE-CLOSURE POST-CLOSURE

(9/30/87)

1,083

272

248
880

2,483

$1,865,869.00
$3,809,852.00

$ 758,741.00

0
880
880

(- 1,603)

(- 65%)

$291,156.00 (b)
$909,852.00 (c)

$758,741.00 (d)

$4,474,713.00

(-70%)

-$79,000 to $1,000,000.00 yr (e)




III. PERSONNEL IMPACT

A.  Total District Staff 233 84

B. ° Potential net jobs lost (-149)

C.  Percent change (-64%)
(a) Date Source: District's Annual Financial Report.

June 30, 1988, pp 25

(b)  This amount reflects a loss of $1,574,713.00 in federal Impact Aid, but does not

reflect decreases in other federal programs, such as Chapter 1, 2, etc., due to
enrollment decreases.

(c)  This amount refiects an approximate loss of $2,900,000.00 in state sources.
The projected ADA (3rd year) of 794 was used in the present state aid formula.

(d) These figures do not reflect potential lower local tax assessments due to base
closure.

(e)  This amount would vary depending upon direct reimbursement or 3.4% of gross
salaries (first $9,000) is used. Timing may be difficult to determine unless good
communication is received from military personnel.

IV. SUMMARY

It is quite evident from the above statistics, that the closure of Chanute Air Force Base
would have a profound effect on the Rantoul City Schools. The 880 students that are
listed as non-base connected is actually believed to be less, due to a services impact
decrease in the community, however, it is also not known how many civilians may

stay in the area. Therefore, these two (2) figures were not changed. The district cur- |
rently operates six (6) aitendance centers for actual student instruction. ‘One (1) other ;
building is currently being utilized by the State Education Service Region. If the base
is closed, the total building utilization could decrease from the present 6 schools to 2.
Because of the obvious impact of these figures, we believe the commission report,
which refers to a moderate impact, is incorrect. We sincerely request that the congress
reevaluate the committee's proposed closures. We certainly endorse the concept of an
efficiently operated defense department budget, however, we believe that with all
sincerity that it should be based on a well-developed up-to-date study. We also feel




the study should consider the total impact upon the area including loss of jobs, unnec-
essary construction costs, local joirit contracts between the village and Air Force and
the quality of life in the Rantoul/Chanute area compared to the costs of attempting to
create this same quality at other bases. We honestly feel that such a study would show

the vitai role that Chanute Air Force Base shows not only for the military but also for
all of East Central Illinois.




Exhibit 1 (Comments Bolded)

1. If this scenario would come about, the district would be required to close four of

the present six buildings over a peried of time as the Air Force grade~iy phased
out its operation. Due to the present federal and state funding formulas, the district
would lose approximately 70 percent of its state and federal resources. This would
not take into account the potential ioss in local taxes due to the iower tax assessment
created by decreased property values. Some real estate sources have indicated
property values could be lowered as much as 30 percent or more.
Comment noted. An EIS is required to discuss socioeconomic effects only when such
effects are interrelated with natural or physical effects. During preparation of this EIS,
the Air Force considered whether any indirect biopkysical effects could be attributed to
socioeconomic impacts. Except in the case of the Village of Rantoul Wastewater
Treatment Plant, no such effects or interrelationships were found. The Air Force will
prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on reuse of Chaaute AFB that will
address potential community impacts. See page 4-8, Section 4.11.

2. It is obvious the approximate loss of 149 jobs would have significant impact upon
the district and the community.

Please see response 1.

3. The entire Rantoul area has a very high reputation for providing quality special
education services. If this be the case, the impact on the quality of those special
education programs being provided for students could be decreased in a very
significant manner.

Please see response 1.

4, Not only will there be severe economic and potential program reductions as a result
of the Chanute Air Force Base closure, it will also have a devastating impact upon
the high morale, cooperative spirit, and team work currently provided by the
present staff,

Please see response 1.

5. The district currently operates six attendance centers for actual student instruc-
tion. One other building is currently being utilized by the State Education Service
Region. If the base is closed, the total building utilization could decrease from the
present six schools to two.

Please see response 1.
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R . UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
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3 REGION §
m y 230 SOUTH DEARRORN ST.

4-,“ M‘éJ CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 40604

REPLY TO THE ALTPNEION OF

11 pec 1969 . - '. ‘...- p -".. - :

Ms. Catherine Hitchins oy i
Department of the Air Force

HQ ATC/DEEV

Building 661, Room 117

Randolph Air Force Base, Texas 78150~5001

Nenr Ms. Hitchins:

In accordance with our responsibilities under the National Bwirvemental
Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, we have reviewed th
Draft Bnwiruvnmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) for the closure of Charmute
Air Force [:ise, Rantoul, Champaign County, Illinois. The action iixludes
the closure of Chanute Air Force Base and relocation of the mission and
related supporl aclivities of the Chanute Technical Training Center to
existing training centers at four Air Force bases. These bases frx:lule
Sheppard AFB, Texas; Keesler AFB, Mississippi: Lowry Ars, oolorado:; and
Gudfellow AFB, Texas. No construction or demolition activities are planned
as part of this action.

Two EIS’s are beiny prepared for base closure activities, This firrt EIS
assesses the impacts of clusure of the base. The following issues are
discussal in this first EIS: physical and economic impacts on the regional
waslewater facility; impacts of hazardous waste sites; costs of
envixumuntal’yniLian‘wn; land use issues; surface water ami groundwater
impacls; romoval and cleanup of buried fuel tanks; and removal and disposal
of asbestos-containing materials [A(M) and polychlorinated biphenyls (FCB).
The securd EIS will assess the final disposition of the base’s property
(including potential reuse). The second EIS will focus on the sociceconomic
jmpacts of the base closurc. Separate NEFA ducumenis will be prepared to
assess Lhe impacts of the relocation of the mission at the four receiving
bases. Owr concemns reyarding the information contained ir :nis first EIS
relate to the issues of hazardous waste site clemmp; removai of undergrounxt
storage tanks aml cleanup of any spilled or leaked product; removal amd
- disposal of Aat’s and RCB’s; and the potentlal for degradifiy local water
quality due to the problems associated with the contimied operation of the
wastewaler Leeatment facility following the base closure. We are also

concernexd that the EIS process fur this action may rnot provide an adequate
assessment of potential reuse options.

A discussed in the Draft EL5, Charmute AFB now -ises the City of Rantoul’s
1lcly owned treatment works (POIW) for westawater treatment. The closure
"Char 2 will result in the loss of approximately 50 percent of the
way wdaily flow to the treatment facility. This loss will adversely




inpact the operation of the in-plant pumping facilities, the claririers and
packed towers, the piping systems, ard the sludge handling facilities. In
addition, Chanute AFB may not maintain the connection to the mmicipal
wastewater treatient plant to accommodate the infiltration/inflew. If the
connection to the wastewater treatment plant is not maintained, flooding may
ooy in basements and lowlying areas. While Lhe Draft KIS points cut these
problems, it offers no solutions. The Flnal EIS must address this issue and
conmit to implementing measwres which will allow the POTW to continue
operating properly.

The Draft FIS states that the Installation Restoration Program (IRP) is
independant of closure and beyond the scope of this FIS. The IRP is only
addreased to the extent that it is interrelated to closure actions amd
associated poteritial lmpacts., The Final EIS and Record of Decision (ROD)
for this project must include a cammitment to the continued investigation of
potential cunlamination and to appropriate cleamp of contaminated soils,
surface water and groundwater. The following summarizes our concerns
relative to hazardous waste sites. Our detailed concerns are contained in
our most recent letter on the Remedial Investigation Report. Groundwater
monitoring is beiny wxertaken near seven sites. These seven sites include
four lamdfills, two fire protection training areas, and the Building 932
tank sludge disposal pit. The sites are mostly contaminated by organic and
inorganic contaminants, polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (FAH) and heavy
metals. We have recammended that a biological assessment of the sediment at
Salt Fork Creek be undertakea to detarmine if the benthic cimmunity and
local tish population have been adversely impacted. Off-site sampling
should also be undertaken to determine the extent of migration of the

-contamination. High concentrations of silver and PAH’s have been detected

in surface water and sediment samples in the vicinity of the Building 932
area. Discharges from the tank sludge disposal pit area should be
diverted, or at least minimized, in order to protect the quality of the
receiving water,

Given the potential for conlamination problems, the contaminated groundwater
radial flow, and Lhe seasonal reversal flow at some of the sites, it must be
determined whether contaminated groundwater from Chamute has infiltrated the
City’s sawer system and the FOIW facility. If ‘)ie City’s system has become

contaminated, Uwen the Aitr Force must implement appropriate cleamp actions.

Page 3-18 of the Draft EIS indicates that the Air Force intends to continue
operating its hazarduus waste storage area as a treatment, storage and
disposal (1SD) facility, rather than go through a RCRA closure. The Final
ElS should iinlicale the reasons for the need to contimie operating this
hazardous  waste slorage area as a TSD facility. Note that if the storage
unit were closed under provisions of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA), the unit could be re-activated in the future as a generator
parsuant to 40 CFR -Part 262.34. As a generator, the base could accumulate
waste for up to 90 days and then ship it off-site. No hazardous waste
management permil would b2 required under these circumstances.

The Draft EIS states that 77 known UST’s exist on the base, and an UST
management plan will be developed. Note that all in-service UST’s mist be
tested and all wul-of-service UST’s must be removed. The Air Force’s
developed management plan may not meet Federal regulatory requirements. For
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this reason, the Air Force is meeting with the State Fire Marshall (SIM) who
operates the UST program in Illinuis. Our Agency has already informed the
SFM and Chanute AFD persomel that we will not grant any waivers to our
regulations, Therefore, the proposed procedures for testing and removal
must be modified to conform with Federal regulations. Adequate Cleamup must
be provided for any contamination caused by leaking UsT’s,

The Draft EIS ixlicates that five active PCB (7500 ppm) transformers and two
active FCD contaminated (50-500 pym) transformers are located on the base.

A total of 591 capacitors aml transformers with uniknown FCB content are also
located on the base. The Draft EIS states that a survey will be conducted
to test for PCB concentiations in octuber, 1939. Qurrent Air 1raining
Cammand plans call for chanute AFB to be free of PCB’s prior to transfer of
the property. We recommersd Lhat the Final EIS include the results of the
FCB swrvey. The Final EIS should also discuss the plans for proper cleamp
and disposal., If PCB transformers are to be removed and disposad of, then
several factors should be considered. A spill contingency plan should be
formulated for the movement of this equipment. Because the gaskets of old
transformers are sometimes prone to leakage, we also recommend that measures
be taken to prevenl. escape of PCB’S due to such leaks. Such measures may
include placimg a pan underneath the transformer and securing it to the
transformer by metal bands or wrapping the transformers in heavy plastic
sheetity. Disposal of PCB transformers is regulated under 40 CFR Part
761.60. If storage of the PCB’s are necessary prior to disposal, then you
should refer to requlations contained in 40 CFR 761.65. The proper marking
of the transport vehicle, containers, and transformers are requlated wder
40 CFR Part 761.40. Recorudkeeping procedures for the removal and disposal
are requlated in 40 CFR 761.180. In case of an accident or spill, you
shculd refer to 40 CFR 761.120 which includes the PCB spill cleamyp policy.
40 CIR 761.125 also discusses requirements for PCB spill cleamup.

The Draft EIS ixiicates that the extent of asbestos on Charute AFB is not
currently Jowwn. An asbestos survey is planned for 1990, amd it will be
completed befute disposal of the base. Note that Federal Regulations

(40 CFR Part 61) require that the State and our Agency be notified prior to
beginning any work in areas containing asbestos. These same regulations
also discuss procedures which must be followed in the removal and disposal
of asbestos-containing materjais. We recommend that the Air Force evaluate
the impacts of leaving asbestos in buildings which will not be demolished
versus removing asbestos from those buildings.

The Air Force has mandated the Radun Assessment and Mitigation Program to
determine radon levels in buildings on base. This program. was developed to
evaluate lavels of radon exposure to military members and their dependents
and to provide a means for mitigation, if necessary. Several huildings,
includiy housing units, have been surveyed, and the results have indi.ated
that further surveys should be conducted. A year-long survey is planned.
The following documents, published by ocur Agency, may be useful when
designing this study:
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*Indoor Radon and Radon Decay Product Measurement Protocols!
“Interim Protocols for Screening and Followup Radon and Radon Decay
Product Measurcements"

“The National Radon Measwrement Proficiency Program

We will send you copies of these publications in a separate mailing.

The Draft EIS states on page ii that a second EIS will be prepared to cover
the final disposition of the base property (including potential reuse).

Page 1-3 shows a listing of issues to be addressed in the second EIS. None
of the issues listed include the potential reuses of the base property.
Given this discrepancy, it is difficult to determine the Air Force’s
intentions in regard to assessing the impacts of reuse. The second EIS
should assess the impacts of altermative future land uses of this property
since some land uses may have much more significant adverse ervirormental
impacts than other uses. 1In addition, the secomd EIS should detexrmine
whether the wastewater needs of the futuve use of this prcperty can be
adequately accommodated by the City’s POIW.

Based on ocur review of the Draft EIS, we have rated this action "EC-2%.

The "EC" indicates that we have envirommental concerns. The "2" indicates
that more information must be provided. Our concerns will be resolved after
the following actions are taken. A commitment must be made to implement
measures Lo allow the POIW to continue operating properly. If the city’s
wastewater treatment system has become contaminated due to infiltration of
contaminaled growxivater from Chanute AFS, the Air Foroe must implement
appropriate cleanup actions. 1The Final EIS and ROD must include a
conmitient Lo the continued investigation of potential contamination from
Chamute ArB anxd apprupri~*2 cleamp of contaminated soils, surface water and
groudwater, Discharges .rom the tank sludge disposal pit area should be
dlver.ed, or at least minimized, in order to protect the quality of the
receiving water. ‘he proposed procedures for UST remwval arxd testing must
be madified to conform with Federal regulations. The Final EIS should
discuss plans for proper cleanup and disposal of PCB’S. The Flnal EIS
slould also evaluate the impacts of leaving asbestos in building. which "+i?
not be demol jshexi versus removing asbestos from thoce buildings., A
commitment should b made to wsure that the sscond EIS will assess the
impacts of altermative future land uses of the base property.

We appreciate this opportunity to provide camments on the Draft EIS for this

action. If you have any questions about these cammnts, please contact
Jerri Horst at (312) 886-4244.

Sincerely yours,

P W s

{1liam D, Frang, c!uef
Bvwironmental Review Branch
Planning and Management Division
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10.

11.

Commit to implementing measures that allow the POTW to continue operating
properly.

The Air Force is participating in discussions on the POTW with the responsible agencies
and is committed to aiding in a solution to POTW problems that result because of the
closure of Chanute. At this time, the Village of Rantoul has not developed its preferred
approach for dealing with this problem. In addition, reuse should help mitigate the
problem. The Air Force sees no reason why the POTW needs of the future use of this
property cannot be adequately accommodated by the POTW.

Commit to IRP.

The IRP is independent of the closure of Chanute and will continue after the base closes
(see page 4-6, second paragraph). This includes a commitment to the continued inves-
tigation of potential contamination and to appropriate clean-up of soils, surface water,
and groundwater. These will be in accordance with agreements between the EPA and
the appropriate state agencies.

Final EIS should indicate need to continue operating the hazardous waste storage
area as a TSD facility.

Chanute AFB will close its interim status hazardous waste storage facility in accordance
with its RCRA closure plan submitted to the EPA and state regulatory agencies (see page
4-4, Section 4.6.2).

Proposed procedures for UST removal must be modified to conform with federal
regulations,

The Underground Storage Tank Management Plan will conform to all applicable state
and federal UST regulations. All active tanks will be leak-tested and upgraded prior to
transfer. All inactive tanks will be removed. The Air Force will be in compliance with
UST regulations.

Final EIS must discuss plans for proper clean-up and disposal of PCBs.

Results of the PCB survey show 52 PCB or PCB-contaminatc . devices. These devices
will be remediated by the Air Force in accordance with appticable federal and state
regulations and in accordance with EPA approvals. A list of PCB-contaminated locations
can be found in Appendix B.

Final EIS should evaluate impact of leaving asbestos in buildings that are not to be
demolished.

The Air Force will make a final determination regarding the disposition of asvestos
dependent upon reuse of any building and the plan for redevelopment. The disposition
of asbestos at the base will be analyzed in the Disposal and Reuse Environmental Impact
Statement and will be included in the record of decision. For further information please
see page 4-5 and 4-6, section 4.6.5, and Appendix C, Air Forcc Policy on the Manage-
ment of Asbestos at Closing Bases.




12, A commitinent should be made to ensure that the second EIS assesses the Impact
of alternative future land uses.

It has always been the intent of the Air Force to discuss future land uses in the second
(re-use) EIS. Sce page 1-3 and page 4-1, Section 4.1.3.
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November 16, 1989

Gentlemen:

. We have had less than 30 di-s to review this document and
consider the elements therein that will affect the life and economy
of this community for many years. Each representative here this
evening has a very full work schedule and the short time frame for

- study of this important draft simply is not adequate. We should

have had at least sixty days to study, and review the draft and to
prepare for tonight's meeting.

. aeRal it atuge®

This report was contracted and paid for by the Air Force =~ a
fact made all too clear by even a brief glance at the draft report.

For the most part the report has concluded that there will be
no negative environmental impact on the Village of Rantoul. That's
like saying that Hugo had no negative environmental impact on
Charleston. Both cases will involve extensive funding, clean-up,
monitoring and rebuilding.

I am very much disturbed by information received earlier this
week in the November 3 Congressional Record. The Environmental
Restoration fund was appropriated $601,100,000 instead of the

$900, 800,000, or about $1 billion originally approved by the House i
of Representatives. .

Th2 House-Senate conference which arrived at this figure
believe that insofar as base closures are concerned this
gnvirormental Restoration account should be utilized on a "worst
case first" basis and that the Base Closure Act should provide
funds for restoration. This includes reducing, removing, and
recycling hazardous waste and removing unsafe buildings and debris

at sites included in the Base Closure and Realignment Act.

What really bothers me 1s the statement in the Base
Realignments and Closure Report by the Defence Secretary's
Commission that "The cost of hazardous waste cleanup was not
included, since suchk cleanup is currently required by law
regardless of the base closure situation". Now, what agency pays
for the environmental cleanup? And with what, particularly if,
Congress does not appropriate the funds?

We request that this issue be addressed fully in this EIS
réeport. So far, the issue of funding has been brushed under the
;_ rug. This is not acceptabie and too important to be brushed asids.

Again, I remind everyone, that Chanute AFB has been a welcome
neighbor and the largest employer in Rantoul for almost 75 years.

Our community and Chanute are contiguous with only a fence
separating the communities.




‘We are not a suburb of any metropolitan area. There are 15
milés of farmland between us and Champaign-Urbana. We are, in

effect, a geographical island situated in the heart of Central
Illinois farmland.

The executive summary of this draft indicates that the short
term impact of closure will even be beneficial.

" Can you imagine 2,400 acres of empty buildings and grounds
running wild? . . . . . and this in your community's front yard?
Imagine White Hall . . . . . 10 acres of World War II vintage
office space . . . . . laden with agsbestos . . . . . c¢an't be
remodeled ., . . . . can't be heated . . . . . can it be said
that this doesn't have an adverse environmental impact.

We appreciated the fact that the Air Force sponsored a trip
to five other formerly clcsed Air Force bases last July. We saw
varying degrees of rebuilding and recovery at these bases.

‘By the way . . . . . all had active runways, the shortest
being 11,000 £t. compared to closed 6,000 ft. runways at Chanute.

Even so, recovery, for the most part, came slowly. We saw
buildings that could not be converted, torn down or disposed of,
because of the horrendous cost of asbestos removal and disposal.
A beautiful, large Greyhound manufacturing plant at Walker AFB
« « « « « Wwhich came eight years after closure in 1967, stood
adjacent to a large monster of a half-torn down building. It was
pointed out that Greyhound wanted to dispose of or rebuild the
building, but couldn't because of the high cost of asbestos

removal. There are no plans to do anything now but to let it stand
and blight the landscape.

We saw similar buildings .at Bangor, Maine, closed in 1968.

Again, similar properties at Chanute make up our front yard.

Again;, I ask . . . . . how can it be concluded that asbestos left
~behind will have no environmental impact?

If Rantoul wanted to walk away from a building it no longer
needed, we could be expected to be responsible and sell it or tear
it down and dispose of it properly.

Other community representatives this evening will touch on

specific concerns of this document, but I will note Just a few
here: ’

Page 3-7 Chapman Courts

The draft sites a condition of which our community is well
aware. There are 70 sub-standard units that are no 1longer
maintained. These are separate from the base and located in the
very heart of the community. We want the remainder torn down prior

to base closure. And we want the buildings disposed of in some .

manner:ptheg_than in the Rantoul landfillj

IR TN S.




Since Chanute abandoned all its landfills some years égo all’

garbage and debris is taken to the Rantoul landfill. Our landfill

has a life expectancy of some 6~7 years, not 12 years as referred
to on page 3-18. ;

One other item, pages 4-9 and 4-10 refer to the second EIS
which is to address socio-economic issues. Indications are that
heavy emphasis will be given to. expected reuse of the base.

I point out that we have learned in this process that the
office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) is grossly underfunded.
Citizens of the United States have been led to believe that a vast
array of services and assistance is available from OEA, but these
are simply not forthcoming. All assistance that is available also
requires state and local funding matches.

I refer again +to the confusion in Congress regarding
Environmental Impact and Reuse funding. The money to get the job
done is simply not available.

The cover sheet of this draft statement indicates that the
only significant impact resulting from closure would be the
reduction of wastewater flow to the Rantoul Regional Waste Water
Treatment Plant. We are grateful that this important factor is
acknowledged, but Rantoul cannot accept a document so biased in
favor of the Federal Government that it indeed creates a gross
miscarriage of justice upon the community of Rantoul.

i
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

We skould have had at least sixty days to study and review the draft and to prepare
for tonight’s meeting,

Comment noted. The Air Force has complied with the regulations governing the length
of the comment period for the Draft EIS. This 45-day commext period begins when the
Federal Register publishes the availability of the EIS. In this case, the Draft EIS was
mailed several days earlier than the publication date which, in effect. extended the
comment period beyond the 45 days.

Now, what agency pays for the environmentai clean-up? And with what, particular-
ly if Congress does nct appropriate the funds? We request that this issue be
addressed fully ir this EIS report.

The Air Force is responsible for the clean-up. It must be performed by funds appropriated
by Congress. At this time, the Air Force expects that adequate funding will be available.

Can you imagine 2,400 acres of empty buildings and grounds running wild?........
and this in your community’s front yard? Imagine Whitz Hall...... 10 acres of World
War I vintage office space ........ laden with asbestos .............. can’t be remodeled
snsesesesse €AN’L be heated ............ can it be said that this doesn’t have an adverse
environmenta! impact?

The Air Force intends to dispose of the property at fair market value. To protect this
investment, a caretaker contract will be issued to maintain the base buildings and
grounds. For example, the caretaker responsibilities will include maintaining heating in
buildings to forestall deterioration, limited ground maintenance, maintenance of the
water system, and restricted access to the base. No property that constitutes a health
hazard will * transferred prior to the Air Force completing required clean-ups. See

Appendix

Again, I ask.......... how can it be concluded that asbestos left behind will have no
environmental impact?

Buildings containing asbestos will be properly maintained so that they do not constitute
a heaith hazard. For further discussion of asbestos see the Air Force Policy on the
Management of Asbestos at Closing Bases in Appendix C.

There are 70 sub-standard units thet are no longer maintained. We want the
remainder torn down prior to base closure, and we want the buildings disposed of
in some manner ather than in the Raatoul landfill.

Ultimate disposition will depend on the reuse plans, please see response 15.




18.

19.

20.

21.

Since Chanute abandoned all its landfills some years ago all garbage and debris is
taken to the Rantoul landfill. Our landfill has a life expectancy of some six to seven
years, not 12 years as referred to on page 3-18.

The change has been made in the draft EIS text page 3-15.

One other item, pages 4-9 and 4-10 refer to the second EIS, which is to address
socio-economic issues. Indications are that heavy cmphasis will be given to expected
reuse of the base.

That is correct. A second EIS will be prepared to address the impacts of base reuse to
include socioeconomic issues affected by reuse.

I point out that we have learned in this process that the office of Economic
Adjustment (OEA) is grossly underfunded.

Comment noted. The OEA, like other federa!l agencies, vies for funds from Congress.

I refer again to the confusion in Congress regarding Environmental Impact and
Reuse funding. The money to get the job done is simply not available.

Comment noted. Please see responses 14 and 20.
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Public Hearing
Dralt Euviromnental Impact Statement
Chunute Closure

November 16, 1989

Introduction

My name is Michael R, Litde. I am employed by Sodemunn and Associates, Inc. and my title is
Environmenial Division Manager. I am a Registered Professional Engineer and a Registered Land
Surveyor. licensed in the State of Ulinois. Iam here to present testimony on behalf of the Village
of Rantoul, both as the Village's engincer and as a lifelong residens of the Village. My comments
and yuestions are referenced to specific sections of the Environmental Impact Statement.

2

ENGIIEERNG
ARCIMYECTURE
PNOVECT MANAGTMCNTY

Sodemann and Assoclates, Inc. [,




Public Hearing
Draft Environmeatal Impact Statement
Chanute Closure

November 16, 1989

W

3.5.1 p.3-13 and 4.5.1 p.4.3 . The premise of the EIS appears to be that, with the ¢’ssure of
Chanute, there will be no further effects upon the groundwater resources of the arca. In
réality, the closure of Chanute will leave nine water wells tapped into the water supply of over
100,000 people, with ro entity in responsible charge. These wells, and the potential for
contumination from the huzardous waste sites on the hase, pose a real threat to this water
supply. Upon closure, who will be responsible for the safety of these nine well sites?

3
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Public Hearing
Draft Envirvumental Impact Statement
Chanute Closure

November 16, 1989

- Hazardous Waste Storage

3.6.3 & 3.6.4 p.3.18 and 4.6.2 p.4-4 - Reference is made to a hazardous waste sterage site,
which iy upparently used to store hazardous wastes on either a temparary or permanent basis,

1. Where is this site located and what is its exact purpose?
2. Whatis the status of the EPA permit that has been applied for?
3. What is the status of the closure, post-closure plan, and whar are the details of that plan?

4

ENGINEERING
ARCITEC TG
PROMCT MANAGKMZ NT

Sodemann and Associstes, Inc.




Public Hearing
Draft Envirommnental limpact Statement
Chanute Closure

November 16, 1989

Polvehiorinated Biphenvis (PCRB)

3.6.6 p.3-19 and 4.6.4 p.4-7 - PCB contuminated transformers and capacitors are to be identified
in a survey to be conducted in October, 1989. The Village of Rantoul hereby formally requests
a copy of that survey.

1.

[ ¥ ]

Is the survey completed? [f not, what is the specific date that this survey will be

completed?

will be followed?

. Are funds available o eliminate this hazard?
. Are there any other areas which muy have been contaminated by PCB containing fluids

such as hydraulic oil?

5
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. How will the contaminated capacitors and transformers be disposed of, and what schedule
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Public Hearing
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Chanute Closure

Noveimnber 16, 1989

\shestos

3.6.7 p.3-19 and 4.6.5 p.4-7- Reference is made 1o a survey to be made in 1990 to catalog all
asbestos containing materials on the base. The Village of Rantoul herehy formally requests 1
copy of that survey.,

. What iy the speeific schedule for the completion of that survey?

. What is the specific time frame fo. remediation of the kazardous asbestos that is found in
the survey?

o -

3. Are funds available to complete this work’:
4. What is the potential environmental risk of asbestos laden buildings that are left w©
deteriorate and decay? is is i conside
value wi (] . 7 !
6
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Public Hearing
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Chanute Closure

November 16, 1989

3.6.8 p.3 19 and 4.6.6 p.4-7- Reference is made to a management plun for the 77 known
underground storage tanks(USTs),

What is the timetable for completion of this plan?

Is funding available to test, upgrade and/or replace these tanks?

Is tunding available to remediate any contamination that is fonnd due to leaking tanks?

4. ‘I'he statement is made that "Abandoned USTs, those no longer in service, are generally
programmed for removal in conjunction with the IRP or ather Q&M Air Force programs”.
What is meant by "generully" 72 What is the timetuble for these other programs?

L o —
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Public Heuring
Draft Environmental Iinpact Statement
Chanute Closure

November 16, 1986

- Qil/Water Scoarators

2.6.9 p.3.20 and 4.6.7 p.4-7 - Several of the oil/water separators now in operation on the: hase are
receiving surface water runoff from areas contaminated with fuels. One is in the 900 Area, at
the bulk fuel training site and one is at the fire school.

1. If these units are to taken from service, what is the schedule for decontaminating the sites
they serve?!
2. If they ure to remain in service, who will operate them?
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Public Heuring
Dialt Envitomuental Impact Statement
Chanute Closure

November 16, 1989

- Radon

3.69 p.3-20 and 4.6.7 p.4-7 - Reference is made to a year-long radon survey. The Village
hereby requests a copy of this sutvey report.

What is the timetable for completion of this survey?
. I funding available w conduct this survey?
. Iy funding available to remediate any problems revealed?
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Public Hearing
Druft Enviremmend Linpact Statement
Chunute Closure

November 16, 1989

|
|
3.7 p.3-20 and 4.7 p.4-7- The following comments and questions apply to all 7 sites and all

t abandoned underground storage tanks identified in paragraph 3.7.2 Site Descriptions.

1. Whatis the ume line for completion and mediasion of the IRP Program at Chanute A F.R.

3. Is funding uvailuble w0 complee this program?

3. Within this overall program, how will priorities be sstablished to determine which hases

receive funding first?
4. Will a closed facility such as Chanute receive the same consideration as an operaring hase?

p. 3-79 Underground Storage Tanks_and Abandoned Fuel Lincs - Reference is made to five
abundoned tanks that won't be removed due to congested piping. This is not an acceptable
solution. Without proper abandonment, these tanks ave, or will eventually become, a hazard
and a lability. If any leakage or spills have occurred at these tanks, the only means of
removing any soil contamination around the tank is by removing it

7
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|
|
i Public Hearing
f Draft Envivonmental Iimpact Statement
| Chanute Closure
/ﬁ L.ovember 16, 1989
j
|

IRP - The Village of Runtoul hereby requests copies of all monitoring reparts from sampling of
the existing monitoring wells, copies of all future reparts from on-gaing phases of the work und
written replies to the previous questions concerning the completion dates for these programs.

Environment - The asscssment of effeets upon air, groundwater and surface water seems (0
assume that soreone will maintain the on-base fucilities after closure. What will be the impants if
1o one maintaing the buildings and infrastruciure? Building deterioration will cause the potential
release of asbestos to the air. Lack of maintenance of the sewer systems will result in rapid
deterioration of buildings and flooding of streets. No maintenance of grounds will result in the
potential for the unchecked growth of noxious weeds and plants, which can result in legal action
under State laws. In addition the resulting overgrowth, due to the lack of maintenance personnel.
i will definitely negatively impuct the visual and aesthetic values of the property.

Building Muintenance - How will the deterioration of unusable buildings and housing units
impact the environment and the community in general? .Cerainly these natural and physical effects
will have dramatic socioeconomic effects on the community at large.

Water System - The on-base potable water system is crogs-connected to the Village of Rantoul w
systemn.” The on-base system must be properly maintained and operated gn a continuous basis, if it

is to be a viable system in the reuse scheme. However, if provisions aren't made to properly

operate and maintain the on-bz ¢ system, it must be physically separuted from the Village's

system, tn comply with the cross-connection provisions of the Village's ardinances.

Central Heating Plant - Most of the on-base buildings, except for the housing units. are heated
by steam supplied by the central heating plant. Now that plans have been dropped to replace this
facility, it must remain in continuous operation indefinitely, if reuse is a viable consideration.
Without heat, these buildings would rapidly deteriorate in this climate. Due to the age and poor
. cundition of this facility can it be expected to safely meét these needs? Is this facility currenty in
compliance with health, safety and emission standards and can it meet future standards?

]

Reuse EIS - Whar weight does the "Reuse EIS” carry with it? Is the Department of Defense
lubie for environmental impacts that may be discovered as that study is conducted? Is funding
available to mediute problems at that st »¢ of the closure process?

ENGINELRING
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Public Ilearing
Dralt Envionmental Iimpact Statement
Chanute Closure

November 16, 1989
aamary and Conelusion

The conclusion of the Closure EIS is that the short term impacts to the environment will be
beneficial. In fact, the closure of Chanute will result in the abandonment of 7 huzardous waste
sites, numerous other environmental hazards and hundreds of empty huildings. How can this be
construed as beneficil? ‘The Closure EIS must consider the real, long-term, environmental
hazards, which will be left behind in the form of: 1) useless buildings with prohihitive costs to
demolish due to asbestos contumination and 2) waste dumps, whose conteats haven't even bees
catalogued, which aren't considered a problem becuause they aren't leaking yet. As the Mayor has
previously stated, White Rall is a perfect example. Does the Nepartment of Defense really think
that somcone else will take responsibility for this monstrosity?

If this Closure EIS is to be anything more than-a whitewash to meet the letrer of the law, then it
pust ask, and answer, the hard questions, not just the easy anes.
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24,

26.

27.

The assessment of effcts upon air, groundwater and surface water seems to assume
that someone will maintain the on-base facilities after closure. What will be the
imnacts if no one maintaius the buildings and infrastructure? Building deteriora-
tion will cause the potential release of asbestos to the air.

Comment noted. Please see responses 10, 15, and Appendices A and C.

Lack of maintenance of the sewer systems will result in rapid deterioration of
buildings and fiooding of streets.

Comment noted. Please see response 15 and Appendices A and C.

No maintenance of grounds will result in the potential for the unchecked growth
of noxious weeds and plants, which can result in legal action under State laws. In
addition the resulting overgrowth, due to the lack of maintenance personnel, will
definitely negatively impact the visual and aesthetic values of the property.

Comment noted. Please see response 15 and Appendix A.

How will the deterioration of unusable buildings and housing units impact the
environment and the community in general? Certainly these natural and physical
effects will have dramatic socioeconomic effects on the community at large.

Comment noted; please see response 15 and Appendix A.

The on-base potable water system is cross-connected to the Village of Rantoul
system. The on-base system must be properly maintained and operated on a
continuous basis if it is to be a viable system in the reuse scheme. However, if
provisions are not made to properly operate and maintain the on-base system, it
must be physically separated from the Village’s ordinances.

The water system will be maintained by the caretaker contractor and kept in operating
order. Some wells may be taken out of operation, but ihis will be done in a way that -
protects the water supply and meets all applicable federal and state regulations.

Most of the on-base buildings, except for the housing units, are heated by steam
supplied by the central heating plant. Now that plans have been dropped to replace
this facility, it must remain in continuous operation indefinitely, if reuse is a viable
consideration. Without heating, these buildings would rapidly deteriorate in this
climate. Due to the age and poor condition of this facility, can it be expected to
safely meet these needs? Is this facility currently in compliance with health, safety,
and emission standards and can it meet future standards?

Comment noted. Please see response 15 and Appendix A.




29.

30.

31

32.

What weight does the “Reuse EIS” carry with it? Is the Department of defense
liable for environmental impacts that may be discovered as that study is conducted?
Is funding available to mediate problems at that stage of the closure process?

We are not sure what is meant by “weight of the reuse EIS”, However, the Air Force

will be responsible for on-base contamination at any stage of the closure/reuse process.
Please see pages 4-6 and 4-7, Section 4.7.

In fact, the closure of Chanute will result in the abandonment of 7 hazardcus waste
sites, numerous other environmental hazards and hundreds of empty buildings.
How can this be construed as beneficial? The Closure EIS must consider the real,
long-term, environmental hazards, which will be left behind in the form of: 1)
vseless buildings and prohibitive costs to demolish due to asbestos contamination
and 2) weste dumps, whose contents haven’t even been catalogued, which aren’t
considered a problem because they aren’t leaking yet.

The IRP is independent of the closure of Chanute Air Force Base and will continue after
the base closes (see pages 4-6 and 4-7, Section 4.7). There will be no abandonment of
hazardous waste sites. The caretaker contract will maintain facilities until reuse. This
maintenance will prevent undue deterioration of building. and possible release of
asbestos or other hazardous materials. If the ultimate decision is to demolish facilities,
such as Chapman Courts, hazardous materials will be removed in accordance with
federal and state regulations prior to demolition. ‘The kinds of issues raised will be
discussed in the reuse EIS. (For a discussion of the IRP, see page 3-17, Section 3.7.1).

White Hall is s perfect example. Does the Department of Defense really think that
someone else will take responsibility for this monstrosity?

Comment noted. This will be discussed in the reuse EIS.

The premise of the EIS appears to be that, with the closure of Chanute, there will
be no further effects upon the groundwater resources of the area. In reality, the
closure of Chanute will leave nine water wells tapped into the water supply of more
than 100,000 people, with no entity in responsible charge. These wells, and the
potential for contamination from the hazardous waste sites on the base, pose a real
threat to this water supply. Upon closure, who will be responsible for the safety of
these nine well sites?

Comment noted. Please see responses 28 and 29.

Reference is made to a hazardous waste storage site, which is apparently used to
store hazardous wastes on either a temporary or permanent basis. 1) Where is this
site located and what is its exact purpose? 2) What is the status of the EPA permit
that has been applied for? 3) What is the status of the closure, post-closure plan,
and what are the details of that plan?

The Hazardous Waste Storage Facility (HWSF) is located in the test cells in the southeast
portion of the base (see Figure 3.6). These concrete structures store the hazardous waste
until such a time that it is documented then transported to a hazardous waste disposal
facility. Currently, the facility operates under a State of Illinois Part B permit
(IL1570024157). A post-closure plan will not be required because this permit is in the
process of renewal,




33.

34.

35.

The closure plan identifies all steps that wili be necessary to partially close the HWSF
at any point during its intended operating life and to complztely close the HWSF at the
end of its operating life. The closure plan is designed to ensure that the facility will not
require further maintenance and controls after closurz. The plan is intended to minimize
and eliminate threats to human health and the environment upon completion of closure.

A post-closure plan will not be required because this permit only addresses a storage
facility. All wastes will be removed and the storage areas wil! be decontaminated at
closure.

PCB contaminated transformers and capacitors are to be identified in a survey to -
be conducted in October 1989, The Village of Rantoul hereby formally requests a
copy of that survey. 1) Is the survey comgleted? If not, what is ihe specific date that -
this survey will be completed? 2) How will the contaminaied capacitors and
transformers be disposed of, and what schedule will be followed? 3) Are funds
available to eliminate this hazard? 4) Are there any other areas that may have been
contaminated by PCB containing fluids such as hydraulic 0il?

A copy has already been provided. The survey has been completed and 52 PCB-or
PCB-contaminated devices have been located. This clean-up will be accomplished under
applicable federal and state regulations. Please see response 8 and Appendix B.

Reference is made to a survey to be made in 1990 to catalog all asbestos-containing
materials on the base. The Village of Rantoul hereby formally requests a copy of
that survey. 1) What is the specific schedule for the completion of that survey? 2)
What is the specific time frame for remediation of the hazardous asb~stos that is
found in the survey? 3) Are funds available to complete this work? 4) What is the
potential environmental risk of asbestos laden buildings that are left to deteriorate
and decay? This issue should be addressed now and not considered part of the reuse
EIS, since many of the older buildings have no market value and will be left unused
Jorever!

The asbestos survey is funded and will begin in January 1990. Results should be obtained
by A.ugust 1990 and will be available to all interested parties. The caretaker contract will
maintain facilities to prevent deterioration and possible release of hazardous materials.
All hazardous materials that pose a health threat will be removed prior to transfer. Please
see Appendix C. The ultimate disposition of buildings will depend on the reuse EIS.

Reference is made to a management plan for the 77 known underground storage
tanks (UST's). 1) What is the timetable for completion of this plan? 2) Is funding
available to test, upgrade and/or replace these tanks? 3) Is funding available to
remediate any contamination that is found due to leaking tanks? 4) The statement

shans (AL - ~ Y Savea
is made that bandoned Jona, those 1[G xungcl in ser nCc, &aic gcncluny'

programmed for removal in conjunction with the IRP or other O&M Air Force
programs”. What is meant by “generally”? What the timetable for these other
programs?

The Underground Storage Tank Management Plan will be completed by April 1990.
The plan includes an inventory of tanuks on base, their construction and capacity. The
plan will include recommendations on whether the USTs are required for current
operations. The underground storage tank testing is funded. All active tanks will be leak




36.

37.

38.

tested to make sure they are not leaking contaminants into the surrounding soil. There
are currently 29 abandoned USTs that are to be removed. The term, “generally” was not
used correctly in the Draft EIS and has been deleted from this Final EIS (see page 3-16,
Section 3.6.8).

Several of the oil/water separators now in operation on the base are receiving
surface water run-off from areas contaminated with fuels. One is in the 900 Area
at the bulk fuel training site, and one is at the fire school. 1) If these units are to be
taken from service, what is the schedule for decontaminating the sites they serve?
2) If they are to remain in service, who will operate them?

Any oil/water separator that iiceds to be maintained after the base closes will be under
the caretaker maintenance program. The deconiamination of the oil/water separators will
be done according to state and federal EPA requirements. See page 4-6, Section 4.6.7.

Reference is made to a year-long radon survey. The Village hereby requests a copy
of this survey report. 1) What is the timetable for completion of this survey? 2) Is
funding available to conduct this survey? 3) Is funding available to remediate any
problems revealed?

The Radon survey is funded. The Radon survey will begin this winter. The data
collection will require 12 months, and the analysis will take three to four months. The
results should be available in March or Apri* 1991. Remediation requirements will need
to be addressed at that time.

The following comments and questions apply to all seven sites and all abandoned
underground storage tanks identified in paragraph 3.7.2 Site Descriptions. 1) What
is the time line for completion and mediation of the IRP Program at Chanute AF.B.
2) Is funding available to complete this program? 3) Within this overall program,
how will priorities be established to determine which bases receive funding first?
4) Will 2 closed facility such as Chanutc receive the same consideration as an
operating base?

The IRP will continue to be an active program at Chanute, even after closure, until all
of the sites have been thoroughly investigated. Investigation results will be studied to
determine locations where remedial actions (clean-ups) are needed. Feasibility studies
will be done to determine the most appropriate remedial action and then the remedial
action will be carried out. When remedial actions are complete, the Air Force will
monitor the sites as necessary to assure the effectiveness of the remedial action (see page
4-6. Sectinn 4.7). In some cases, long-term monitoring for a number of years may be
needed. All of the work accomplished by the IRP is coordinated with both illinois State
EPA and U.S. EPA, Kegion V. Chanute AFB will receive the same consideration for
funding as an active installation bazed on a “worst first” analysis,
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Reference is made to five abandoned tanks that won’t be removed due to congested
piping. This is not an acceptable solution. Without proper abandonment, these
tanks are, or will eventually become, a hazard and a liability. If any leakage or spills
have occurred at these tanks, the only way to remove any soil contamination around
the tank is to remove it.

Currently, a funded project is underway to modify existing tanks so the products in two
of the tanks can be removed. This will allow the removal of all five tanks at once. The
removal should occur in 1990, See page 3-24, Section titled “Underground Storage
Tanks and Abandoned Fuel Lines.”

The Village of Rantoul hereby requests copies of all monitoring reports from
sampling of the existing monitoring wells, copies of all future reports from on-going
phases of the work, and written replies to the previous questions concerning the
completion dates for these programs.

Agreed. Air Force policy is to make available these types of reports once they have been
finalized. In addition, any studies, surveys, or reports that were requested at the public
hearing will be made available specifically to the person or agency that made the request.
Air Force environmental programs are open to public review.




Exhibit 5

REGIONAL OFFICE OF EDUCATION

CHAMPAIGN-FORD COUNTIES
Box 919
Rantoul, Ilinois 61566
Phone (217) 893-5219 Toll Free Long Disance 1-800-252-1108

CHARLES N. SUTTON, Superintendent

Nev.l 7
SENEE . 1989

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT HEARING

Recent federal decisions about Chanute Air Force Base have created major concerns
about the impact of the base closing on several of the school districts in this
geographic area. These federal decisions have also created an extremely short
time frame to analyze the financial and educational impact on these students,
teachers, schools, and districts. The initial research clearly indicates that
numerous teaching positions will be eliminated in a number of districts and the

financial base which supports our school districts will be drastically reduced.

>

-’

reane #

In the two largest districts, approximately 130 teaching, guidance, library, and
administrative personnel will be released from their contracts in the next 1 - 3
years. Since these districts have also experienced the normal declining
enrollment pattern that most of our Illinois schools have been experiencing during
the last decade, the faculties in these districts are experienced and senior
members of our profession. Unfortunately this will result in many teachers being
released with more than 15 years of teaching experience in their home districts
and in Illinois. In fact, nearly 30 teachers of this total 150 teacher size group

may be in this category. The probability of these teachers finding new teaching

positions in our Illinols schools will be difficult.

The school district financial base will be negatively impacted and threatened in

this immediate area. The circumstances of Chanute closing will also reduce the



market value of all residential real estate in this immediate region comprised of

Rantoul and the surrounding communities. The school district assessed value tax

base will seriously decline. The state aid formula, after the 3 year averaging
factor has been consumed, will result in extraordinary low levels of state aid

for these districts. Within the next 6 - 8 years, significant increases in local
property taxes will be needed for these schools. If Chanute closes additional

state assistance and federal assistance will be required. It seems clear that

state and federal legislation may be required to assist these schonls in this

process.

The Federal Government, the U, S. Congress and the United States Air Force have

long been committed to providing quality educational programs. This commitment

also exists at the local school district level in this geographic area.

Qur local communities have demonstrated their commitment by providing the necessary
tax revenue to support our local school districts. The negative and drastic

impact of Chanute closing on the students and staff members in our local
- dd S Cl’\-wmot/:_/
communities caa—net—be—dllewed. to-happen.

I have attached a copy of the student enrollment impact of Chanute closing on ten

of our local school districts. A summary of that data indicates a potential loss

of 2400 of che 6100 students, or 407, enrolled in those ten school districts.

I respectfully request your consideration in regard to this crisis. We are proud

of our schools and do not want to see them destroyed by a Congressional decision
based on inaccurate information.

Submitted by:

Charles N. Sutton
Regional Superintendent




ELEMENTARY/SECONDARY ENROLLMENT IMPACT DIRECTLY RELATLD
TO THE CLOSUKE CF
CHANUTE AIR FORCE BASE, 1LLINOIS

School District Enrollment with Military with Civilian Total Z Decline 5
Parents Parents Losses |
Rantoul City Sch. 2483 . 1355 248 1603 657% ‘ ?
Rantoul High Sch. 990 ' 249 176 425 432 ]
St. Malachy's Sch. 180 42 18 60 33% ,
Buckley-Loda Sch. 240 14 30 44 187 :
Thomasboro Sch. Dist. 83 24 20 44 16%
Ludlow Sch. Dist. 136 15 6 21 152
Fisher Sch. Dist. 526 21 11 32 67 é
*Totals 4838 1720 509 . 2229 462

*(See additions below)

Data was not available from schools in Armstrong, Potomac, Paxton and Prairieview when

this report was created on January 6, 1989. These communities are a few miles from
Rantoul and Chanute and will receive a smaller negative impact.

This reduction of 46% in these schools will result in a teacher/counselor/administrator
suport personnel reduction of 150 certified personnel, including our 145 teaching
positions. The senior status of these faculties in the two Rantoul districts will mean

that teachers with 16-22 years of experience will ba released within the next three* years.}

*hest time table available as of this date, Jan. 6, 1989

** Paxton Unit Dist. 1081 71 104 175 167

**% Gifford Grade Sch 161 8 14 22 147

*% Penfield Grade 81 ) S . = _5 _67

. ** Revised Totals 6161 1804 627 2431 397
(Z7178%) 07T -

*This statistical report was released by Mr. Charles Sutton, Regional Superintendent of
Schools for Ford and Champaign Counties in Illinois on Friday, Januvary 6, 1989.
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Exhibit 5

41.  Recent federal decisions about Chanute Air Force Base have created major con-

cerns about the impact of the base closing on several of the school districts in this
geographic area. These federal decisions have also created an extremely short time
frame to analyze the financial and educational impact c:1 these students, teachers,
schools and districts. The initial research clearly indicates that numerous teaching
positions will be eliminated in & number of disiricts, and the financial base that
supports our school districts will be drastically reduced.
Your conceris-are understandable. However, there is not much that the Air Force can
do to immediately replace its presence. The Air Force and the Office of Eccnomic
Adjustment are supportive of efforts to develop reuse plans as quickly as possible. These
reuse plans will assist in the mitigation of these problems. See page 4-8, Section 4.11.

T
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&
District 137 /.8'
Caampaign County

DAVID D. GLISSON, Superintendent

400 East Wabash Avenue

Rantoul, Jllinois G18EE

November 16, 1989

Ms. Catherine Hltchins

HQ ATC/DEEV

Buillding 661, Room 117
Randolph AFB, Texas 78150~-5001

Dear Ms. Hitchins,

I would first like to express my appreciation for the opportunity :
to give input to the Air Tralning Command pertaining to the
environmental impact statement. I am JoLeen Flack, Vice President of
the Board of Education of Rantoul Clty Schools, District No. 137. On
behal f of our Board, staff and students, I would like to suggest that
it is very dlifficult to separate the environmental impact from
socioeconomic as far as our schools are concerned. In terms of ;
overall impact, our elementary school svstem will be devastated in
comparison to what it is today. We project that 4 additional schools
will be closed out of the remalining 6. . It Is obvious this will have,
enormous socioeconomic impact as well as environmental with 4 - § ;
empty‘bulldgqgs. .

Since this is an Environmental Impact Hearing, I would like to
limit my comments to 2 areas that either have already been mentioned
or will be mentioned by other individuals. Our school district will ‘
be faced with a decision of whether or not to keep utilitles turned on
and provide constant maintenance of water and sewer systems in each ;
building or turn them off. We question whether the district will be 4
able to afford the utility costs, due to a projected financial loss of
70%. The Impact of decreasing the operation of 4 schools on our ‘
current sewage and water treatment plant that the Village of Rantoul ;
and Chanute have jointly developed, along with the Air Force not i
participating at the same level, Is of grave concern. We are
concerned because we do not feel this type of information was
considered In the origlinal study. If closure must become a reallty,
we feel very strongly the Air Force has an obligation to continue to
participate In the waste wat treatment plant and some type of
assistance to the iocal scho.. systems to help maintain the
maintenance and operatiaon of empty buildings. The current projected
assistance from Section 3e under the Impact Aid Law will last only
three yvears once the distrlct experlences a decrease of 10% or more in
any one year. That year will constitute the base funding year. Other
communities that have experienced reuse and development, suggest that
it takes a minimum of 10 years and sometimes 20 years before full
redevelopment can occur. If this is the case and the district is
unable to afford the operation and maintenance of utilities, water, ¥
sewage systems, etc., it could mean total renovatlion or reconstruction |
for a school building to properly meet existing Illinois codes. We i
feel there is a moral obligation on the part of the Department of 3




Defense to assist our schools over a long perlod of time with thils
problem rather than suggest diminished 3e funding under Impact Aid.

~ The other area of concern |38 assoclated wlth the problem of
asbestos contained in base facilitles. It is my understanding the Air
Ferce does meet current regulations and does provide a sultable
environment for its people concerning the asbestos issue. However, we
are very concerned that If current facllltles do not meet necessary
facility requirements for lncoming !ndustry, then renovition will need
to occur. Once the current asbes“os is disturbed hy rsznovation, it
will be necessary for expensive abatement requirements. Obvicusiy if
renovation is necessary, current facilltles could be a big deterrent
to industry unless reductlons are experienced in purchase cos:s.
Again, the fact that these cost estimates were not taken into acccunt
in considering fair market value, has skewed in our opinion the
original cost estimates and closure decision. We assume that scme
current facilities will meet industry demands and as long as current
asbestos is maintained, then abatement would not be necessary. we
stll] feel that a very detalled cost analysis should be made '
concerning environmental Impact as well as socioceconomic. It is very
difficult to understand why these studies were not done prior to the
base closure decision.

In connectlon with the asbestos lssue, some of our schools-
contaln asbestos tlile. In the event that the dlstrlct cannot afford
to keep utllltles and water -- sewage systems In proper malntenance
over a period of time, there ls a very real possibllity that the tllel
will come loose due to extreme weather conditlons with utilities .
turned off. If this vere to happen, and the buildings would be needed
for reuse if and when the base |s redeveloped, there would be
extensive renovation and/or reconstruction costs -- due to asbestos
abatement. The impact on the environment with the facilities in this
condition would alsoc be very undesirable. Again, we believe there is
a moral obligation for the Department of Defense to assist the schools
in maintaining these buildings until redevelopment occurs. [
appreciate the opportunity to give lnput to the panel and 1 have
copies of these comments, along with other information that we woculd
like to leave for your official records.

Thank you for your interest and consideration.

Sincerely,

. ‘. /¢ \=<LZQZ£EAL

JF:na JoLeen Flack, Vice President
Encl. Board of Education
Rantoul Clty Schools, #137
Rantoul, IL
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42.

43.

45.

46.

47.

We project that four additional schools will be closed out of the remaining six. It
is obvious that this will have enormous socioeconomic impact as well as environ-
mental impact for four to five empty buildings.

An EIS is not required to discuss socioeconomic impacts unless they are interrelated
with natural or physical effects (see page 4-8, Section 4-11). The impacts of school age
child-en leaving the system and the resultant impact to the wastewater treatment plant
was part of the identification of an interrelationship between a biophysical and
socioeconomic impact on the wastewater treatment plant in this EIS.

Our school district will be faced with a decision of whether or not to keep utilities
turned on and provide constant maintenance of water and sewer systems in each
building or to turn them off.

Please see response 41.

We question whether the district will be able to afford the utility costs, due to a
projected financial loss of 70 percent.

rlease see response 41.

The other area of concern is associated with the problem of asbestos contained in
base facilities.

Air Force policy is that there will not be a transfer of any property with asbestos that
corstitutes an health hazard. Please see Appendix C.

We stil! feel that a very detailed cost analysis should be made concerning environ-
mental impact as well as socioeconomic impacts. It was difficult to understand why
these studies were not done prior to the base closure decision.

Comment noted. However, the Commission on Base Realignment and Closure deter-
mined the parameters to be studied.

In connection with the asbestos issue, some of our schools contain asbestos tile. In
the event that the district cannot afford to keep utilities and water — sewage system
in proper maintenance over a period of time, there is a very real possibility that the
tile will come loose due to extreme weather conditions with utilities turned off.

Pleasc sce response 41.
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Good Evening. My name 1is Ken- Heath. I am the Director of Student

Services at Rantoul Township High School. My comments are presented

on behalf of our 975 students, our staff, our Board of Education and

our community. Please let me read the following definition.
Environment (n) l: the circumstances, objects, or conditions by which
one 1s surrounded; 2: the aggregate of social and cultural con-
ditions that influence the life of an individual or community.
The Department of Defense thrc—ph wne Air Force has decided that this
public gathering should be called an "“Environmental Impact Meeting'.
I can understand the terminology "environmental impact" both in the ab-
stract and in the solid clarity of real world applications as evidenced
by the definition taken from Mr. Webster's dictionary. However, I

cannot understand "doublespeak' and "militaryese" which limits a study

of environmental impact to things or conditions and excludes the people

factor.

. }
] The discussion of hazardous waste, asbestos and other potentially danger-

ous conditions present on the base is important and probably should

T
have been addressed at a much earlier date. But the discussion of en-,

vironmental impact must be expanded to include the devastating effect of




a base closure on the people of this community in general and more

specifically - the students and teachers in our school system.

There are thirteen school districts in the area that will be affected
by the closure of Chanute. We anticipate a loss of:
2431 students (397%)
145 teaching positions
40 educational support personnel
$1.7 million federal income
$3.6 million state income
Taken separately any one of these losses could be termed traumatic, if
not catastrophic. Each one of these losses creates a "ripple effect"
far beyond the immediate harm. Of the 145 teachers who will lose their
jobs 73 will be virtually un-employable in their chosen profession be-
cause of their length of service. These teachers will have to either

move out of state or re-traln for another profession. In either instance

the Rantoul area 1s a loser.

One can only conclude that the environmental impact goes far beyond PCB's,

asbestos and unused gas tanks. In my opinion the Department of Defense




and the Air Force would be negligent to limit the consideration of

environmental impact to things and exclude people., I realize that

. there will be a future hearing to focus on these "socio-economic"

: factors. Please te. us why the people in this community and our

students are the last element to be considered when it is too late

to impact any real decision.

o

sl
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50.

The discussion of hazardous waste, asbestos, and other potentially dangerous
conditions present on the base is important and probably should have been
addressed at a much earlier date.

The IRP has been an active program on the base since 1983. Other programs have been
activated as funds became available. Management practices to minimize these types of

problems, i.e.: the cessation of use of asbestos materials was enacted when 4 directive
was received from USAF headquarters. See page 3-17, Section 3.7.1.

But the discussion of environmental impacts must be expanded to include the
devastating effect of a base closure on the people of this community in general and
more specifically - the students and teachers in our school system.

Please see response 1 and page 4-8, Section 4.11.

Please tell us why tt.e people in this community and our students are the last element
to be considered when it is too late to impact any real decision.

The CBRC determined what factors would be considered when evaluating bases for
closure or realignment.
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TRUSTEES
Ehme C. Albers

RANTOUL TOWNSHIP Dale H. Franzen

Kenneth Hinrichs

John H. (Jack) Jones
RANTOUL, ILLINOIS

 AOAD COMMISSIONER
©  Kenneth Schmigt

November 2, 1989

/ éé { /(ﬁ/
C “7
Mayor Katy Podagrosi

Village of Rantoul L.
333 S. Tanner St., . //_ [ A/(
Rantoul, Illinois 61866 \Sbé76bﬁﬂjé
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact 7 4

Statement for the Closure of

Chanute Air Force Base

Dear Katy:

We are in receipt of the above mentioned Environmental

Impact Statement issued in September 1989, by the U.S.
Air Force,

In reviewing this report with a long time employee of

the Air Force, stationed at Chanute for a number of years,
we were unable to identify a landfill that was used ex-!
tensxvely dur;ng 1950 1960 w1th1n the teport. i

This landfill is located in the far southeast corner of

of the Chanute area, immediately east and south of the
Test Cells located in that area of the Base.. It appears
that this landfill might contain much of everything used

in operating aircraft, etc., much of which may now have
decayed, etc.

‘

Perhaps you are already aware of this and it may not be

important at this stage, but I thought I would pass this
information along to you in event it should be brought
to someone's attention.

Sincerely,

Arthutr F. Bartell

ce: Frank Ellioct
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51. We were unable to identify a landfill that was used extensively during 1950 to 1960
within the report. This lardfill is located in the far southeast corner of the Chanute
area, immediately east and south of the Test Cells located in that area of the Base,
It appears that this landfill might contain much of everything used in operating
sircraft, etc., much of which may now have decayed.

The Installation Restoration Program process included interviews with base personnel,
(both past and present) familiar with past waste disposal practices. The process also
included file searches, interviews with state and federal agencies, and field and aerial

: surveys that were conducted at suspected past hazardous waste activity sites. All landfill

] sites identified by this process are currently under investigation under the Installation

Restoration Program, including Landfill Site 4 in the area described.
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STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN ED MADIGAN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT REVIEW MEETING
NOVEMBER 16, 1989

As you review this initial environmental impact
statement regarding Chanute, I bellieve you will find that the
estimated costs are low and that the figures used in this
report are in need of local assistance to provide more _
current information. Unfortunately, as you will note, there

are many aspects of cleanup that remain unidentifed with
unknown costs.

The Housa and Senate conference agreement on this year's
Dafense Department appropriations bill clearly states that
DERA ~- the Defense Environmental Restoration Account, will
not be a source of funds for cleaning up those bases that
have been proposed for closure. Cleanup funds will be
allegedly provided under the Basa Closurae Account and
available on a worst case first basis. The Base Closure
Account is supposed to provide funds for environmental
ractoration including reducing, removing ad recyeling
r.azardous wastes and removing unsafe buildings and debris.

As you all know, closing Chanute Air Force Basa is not
going to save any money. I do not belleve the Base Closuve
Account 1s ever going to he self-sustaining.

Lagt spring when I testified before the Housa Armed’
Services Committee Environmental Restoration Panel, I
detailed the man' anvironmental problems existing at Chanute
which would need to be cleaned up and would be very expensive
to clean up. General Accounting Office representatives took
this testimony to Air Force officials who stated they had no
idea thare was this kind of cleanup to be done at Chanuta.
Obviously, it is to your benefit to very carefully review
this initial EIS and to provide further information and cite
local concerns overlooked in this particular document.

The legislative battle to keep Chanute opan hae kazan
extracrdinarily difficult because of the narrxcw way the Base
Closura law was written. The law, which I opposed, does not
include a provision to correct migtakes., Clearly a mistake
was made regarding Chanute. It does not meet the criteria
and should not be on any closure list. I will continue my
efforts with the Federal and Illinois Environmental
Protection Agencies to identify federal and state cleanup
requirements and cost estimates., You may be assured that I

remain committed to the fight, both in the Congress and in
the courts.




TAAA S e

I am also enclosing information from the Department's 1969
Champaign County Water Resources Report on the Chanute Air .Force
Base Ponds which you may find of interest.

Finally, I am enclosing information concerning the Department’s
involvement in the conservation and development of fish and
wildlife resources at Chanute. This includes a copy of the
cooperative agreement between the Department and Chanute,
information on our involvement in fisheries management on the 17
acre lake constructed in 1985 and a memo and letter which details
some possible wildlife habitat development/improvements at Chanute.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. I hope you find the
attached information useful in your EIS preparation. Give me a
call if you have further questions or needs (217/782-3715).
Sincerely,

@\&W‘L\M. Yt -
Richard W. Lutz, pervisor
Impact Analysis \Section
Division of Planning
RWL:mip

Attachments: 5
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S2.

53.

I believe you will find that the estimated costs are low and that the figures used in
this report are iz need of local assistance to provide more current information.
Unfortunately, as you will note, there are many aspects of clean-up that remain
unidentified with unknown costs.

The Air Force will clean up buildings, grounds, and any contaminated sites that
constitute a health hazard in compliance with federal and state regulations. We fully
expect that funding for this required clean-up will be provided. It is in the best interest
of the Air Force to have quick and appropriate clean-up of any contaminated site. Any
additional information from the community or individuals would be welcome.

The Base Closure Acccunt is supposed to provide funds for environmental restora-
tion including reducing, removing, and recycling hazardous wastes and removing
unsafe buildings and debris.

We fully expect funding will be provided. This may be from a variety of accounts.




AN Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - P.0.Box 19276, Springfield, IL 62794.9276
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217/782-3397

November 16, 1989

Mayor Katy Podagroel
333 South Tanner

Post Office Box 38
Rantoul, lllinois 61866

i emba e ——————

Dear Mayor Podazroﬁ: o .

The IEPA staff member who Is present this evening ls acting as an observer,
go please consider this letter our statement for the hearing on the first
Eavitronmental Impact Statement on Chanute Air Force Base.

We appreciate the concerns and the serious nature of the pending action at Chanute
Alr Force Base by the Department of Defense,

lllinois EPA has reviewed the September, 1989, Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Closure of Chanute Alr Force Base and recognizes that little
information is provided on the disposition of the property and the remediation
of the assoclated environmental problems. However, according to the Executive
Summary of the September DEIS, these {ssues will be addressed in depth in a
second draft Environmental Impact Statement that s in preparation,

liltnols EPA has requested that the Agency be kept abreast of the progress of
development of the data to be used in the second document as well as the status
of the document preparation. We will rigorously review the contents and the
conclusions and will comment appropriately when this next draft BIS becomes
available,

Al fat § ek

. Delbert D, Haschemeyer
Deputy Director

DDH:RD/8-030

o . o qes oo Sincer31y' - o . - - -

L Sy
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54.

55.

However, according to the Fxecutive Summary of the September DEIS, these issues
will be addressed in depth in a second draft Environmental Impact Statement that
is in preparation.

The Air Force is committed to a second EIS to discuss reuse issues and socioeconomic
impacts. We wish, however, to correct the statement that this second EIS is in prepara-
tion. The second EIS will begin preparation after the development of reuse plauos.

Illinois EPA requested that the Agency be kept abreast of the progress of develop-
ment of data to be used in the second document as well as the status of the document
preparation.

The State of Illinois Environmental Protection Agency will be involved during the
development of the second EIS.
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. ORAFT ENYVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

~ NAME: Donald 0. Weckhorst, CMSgt, USAF, Ret.

Exhibit 17

COMMENT SHEET

CHANUTE AFB

ORGANIZATION/AGENCY ;s

PLEASE CHECK TYPE OF ORGANIZATION:

FEDERAL AGEMCY:

STATE AGENCY: LOCAL GROUP: INIDIVIDUAL :__ XXXX

MAILING ADDRESS: 10 Lane Drive, Paxton, IL 60957
217 == 379-3253

TELEPHONE NUMBER:

CHECK HERE IF YOU WISH TO SPEAK TODAY: NO - See statement below

SURBJECT : The Decision Process ~ to close Chanute

CHECK HERE IF YOU WOULD LIKE A COPY OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT: XX¥¥XXXXXX

YOU MAY ALSO USE THIS SHEET TO SUBMIT A WRITTEN COMMENT IN THE SPACE PROYIDED
BELOW. YOU MAY TURN YOUR COMMENT IN AT THE CLOSE OF THE MEETING OR SEND IT TO
THE ADDRESS AT THE BOTTOM OF THIS SHEET. WRITTEN COMMENTS MAY ALSO BE ¥
SUBMITTED IN A LETTER OR OTHER FORMAT, 1

The Air Force did not practice what it preaches. Each year the USAF spends mega-bucks

on Professional Military Education (PME) for senior airmen through the senior officer ranks.
I taught s¢-the Tactical Air Command NCQ Academy for 3-years. One of the primary subjects 3
taught. at all PME levels is PROBLEM SOLVING. The steps are well defined apg avery professional]

manager knows them. Documents obtained through the Freedom of Information Act prove beyond

any doubt that Commission members did not 'gather all the facts' (Step #2 of the Problem
Soluving-Rracess) . They (Commission Members) accepted data provided by the Air Force

without a single member visiting Chanute. As a 30-yr AF Retiree, I find it very difficult
to respect the integrity of our most senior Air Force officers that provided ‘outdated’ K
or 'old data' to the Commission. ---- I challenge the Air Force, specifically ATC,to
makg.public the Visitors Log of high level qovernment officials and senior officers to ;

Chanute and Lowry Air Force Bases. They should be identical. Surely the dramatic increase

of wisi open or big game season
is open, has to be merely coincidental. I repeat. THE AIR FORCE DOES NOT PRACTICE WHAT IT

PREACES!

.

- L e i e e

MAIL TO: MS CATHERINE HITCHINS
HQ ATC/DEEV
RANDOLPH AFB TX 78150-5001
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6.

The Air Force did not practice what it preaches (regarding the) problem solving
process. The Commission members did not ‘gather all the facts’, They (Commission
members) accepted data provided by the Air Force without a single member
visiting Chanute. I challenge the Air Force, specifically ATC, to make public the
Visitors Log of high level government officials and senior officers to Chanute and
Lowry Air Force Bases.

Your comments have been noted. The actions of the Commission on Base Closure and
Realignment have been controversial but are beyond the scope of this EIS process.
Information regarding the Visitors Log for Chanute and Lowry Air Force Bases may or
may not be available, but must be requested through the Freedom of Information Act.
Please contact Chanute Air Force Base for information regarding how to proceed with
this course of action.
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COMMENT SHEET

CHANUTE AFB Exhibit 1/2

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

e, Lhei fruoh

ORGAN IZATION/AGENCY: W QTL,Z W2rP

PLEASE CHECK TYPE OF ORGAN{ZAT!1ON:

FEDERAL AGENCY: STATE AGENCY: LOCAL GROUP: - INIDIVIDUAL :

MAIL ING moasss—_@)ﬁ lls ‘L?Hﬂﬁ’b*vb(. T (814

TELEPHONE NUMBER:—- 27- ¥3-14ko

CHECK HERE IF YOU WISH TO SPEAK TODAY: /

SUBJECT:

CIIECK HERE IF YOU WOULD LIKE A COPY OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

YOU MAY ALSO USE THIS SHEET TO SUBMIT A WRITTEN COMMENT IN THE SPACE PROVIDED

" BELOW. YOU MAY TURN YOUR COMMENT IN AT THE CLOSE OF THE MEETING OR SEND IT-TO

THE ADDRESS AT THE BOTTOM OF THIS SHEET. WRITTEN COMMENTS MAY ALSO BE
SUBMITTED IN A LETTER OR OTHER FORMAT.

Juwmud Ll A (opey | dne Jyprsd
L%WWJ‘JJ{ er_w{maf qudﬂ/, b .

MAIL TO: MS CATHERINE HITCHINS
HQ ATC/DEEV
RANDOLPH AFB TX 78150-5001
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57.  I'would like a copy of the final Environmental Impact Study.

Your request has been noted and your name and address has been added to the mailing
~ list.



AE———
United States Department of the Interior  [RSN mmmm—

AMERICA emsasstnn
L]
. - ]
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT REVIEW S—
230 5. DEARBORN, -SUITE 3422 =
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604
ER-89/897 December 8, 1989 Exhibit 13

Ms. Catherine Hitchins

HQ ATC/DEEV

Randolph Air Force Base, Texas 78150-5001

Dear Ms. Hitchins:

The Department of the Interior has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Closure of Chanute Air Force Base, Champaign County,
Illinois. Based on our technical expertise and jurisdiction by law, we have
no comments on the draft statement,

The opportunity to review this document is appreciated,

Sincerely,

Sk e

Sheila Minor Huff
Regional Environmental Off{icer

)
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58.  Based on our technical expertise and jurisdiction by law, we have no comments on
the draft statement.

The Air Force appreciates your review of the draft EIS.
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COMMENT SHEET
CHANUTE AFB
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

NAME : \/Ohu /9 ﬁeﬁ /e

ORGANIZATION/AGENCY: __ 7/ 3s e OF Kanipdt. /%EMMS@MEK_D;%F
PLEASE CHECK TYPE OF ORGANIZATION:

FEDERAL AGENCY: STATE AGENCY: LOCAL GROUP:__zg__lN!DIVlDUAL:__Zg;_

MAILING ADDRESS: a5 CARDLinil De., f/;’/umu/_ LL 6/§66
TELEPHONE NUMBER: X2 23~ /28O0

CHECK HERE IF YOU WISH TO SPEAX TODAY:
SUBJECT:

CIECK HERE IF YOU WOULD LIKE A COPY OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT:_;BC

YOU MAY ALSO USE THIS SHEET TO SUBMIT A WRITTEN COMMENT IN THE SPACE PROVIOED
BELOW. YOU MAY TURN YOUR COMMENT IN AT THE CLOSE OF THE MEETING OR SEND 1T TO

THE ADDRESS AT THE BOTTOM OF THIS SHEET. WRITTEN COMMENTS MAY ALSO BE
SUBMITTED IN A LETTER OR OTHER FORMAT.

__.,L.ﬁlj_jéq_mﬁ; - DCa Tt ThAe  Fasal Copy oL The E.1.95.

/#7[’7 é/[ ) Y ¢ ¢ i Xed . q 7 77—:5
INenZoalen o4l The _g;’x.s,/ Such A<
‘ e
LPLR s  Mrde 'S BEE 70,5 L2001 D

7/

S70R /#Ll—c’/ 7//4—;/ & 5/ =7,

MAIL TO: MS CATHERINE HITCHINS
HQ ATC/DEEY —~
RANDOLPH AFB TX 78150-5001 .
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59.  Iam requesting the final copy of the EIS.

Your request has been noted and your name and address has been added to the mailing
list.

60. Iamalso requesting copies of reports mentioned in the EIS such as, PCB’s, Radon,
Asbestos, underground storage tanks, etc.
Agreed. Air Force policy is to provide copies of these reports once they have been
finalized.
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COMMENT SHEET
CHANUTE AFB

DRAFT ENYIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

we: _ <ol T Thdagros)
ORGAN1ZAT! ON/AGEJCY ALY of\_err—D‘()\n\'LOL) \

PLEASE CHECK TYPE OF ORGANIZAi!ON:

FEDERAL AGENCY: STATE AGENCY: LOCAL GRQUP: INIDIYIDUAL :

MATLING ADDRESS: 333 So &R NO,
TELEPHONE NUMBER: ?ﬂm‘\‘mu\ TL G866

CHECK HERE IF YQU WISH TO SPEAX TODAY:

SUBJECT:

CIECK HERE IF YOU WOULD LIKE A COPY OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

YOU MAY ALSO USE THIS SHEET TO SUBMIT A WRITTEN COMMENT IN THE SPACE PROVIDED
BELOW., YOU MAY TURN YOUR COMMENT IN AT THE CLOSE OF THE MEETING OR SEND IT TO
THE ADDRESS AT THC BOTTOM OF THIS SHEET. WRITTEN COMMENTS MAY ALSO BE
SUBMITTED IN A LETTER OR OTHER FORMAT,

Tle \/L\\\cxc.f_, of Aq?a“*&‘mu‘ Q)Qul\é N L(&
29 Fxdm Copies  OF N ':Q’V\LL(
£TS. \

MAiL TO: MS CATHERINE HITCHINS
H) ATC/OEEV
RANDOLPH AFB TX 78150-5001
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61.  The Village of Rantoul would like 20 extra copies of the final EIS.
Agreed. They will be mailed to your office as soon as they become available.
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COMMENT SHEET
CHANUTE AFB

DRAFT ENYIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

NAME : f—:’/#»{.ﬁ/ & “26/07—

ORGANIZATION/AGENCY ¢

PLEASE CHECK TYPE OF ORGANIZATION:

FEDERAL AGEMNCY: STATE AGENCY: LOCAL GROUP: INIDIVIOUAL: ¥
MAILING ADDRESS: 3/7 &eepeann Dr //)mjme_,/c LIVLL

/ rd
TELEPHONE NUMBER: [ 212 )873-r2¥

CHECK HERE 'F YOU WISH TO SPEAK TODAY:

SUBJECT:

CHECK HEPE IF YOU WOULD LIKE A COPY OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

YOU MAY ALSQ USE THIS SHEET TO SUBMIT A WRITTEN COMMENT (N THE SPACE PROVIDED
BELCW. YOU MAY TURN YOUR COMMENT IN AT THE CLOSE OF THE MEETING OR SEND IT TO
THE ADDRESS AT THE BOTTOM OF THIS SHEET. WRITTEN COMMENTS MAY ALSQ BE
SUBKITTED iN A LETTER OR OTHER FORMAT,

..L/ Sy [T M 2ED AT AL //.'F/bw/é AL 4}/1, Jrtes Fo™ for 7

i €1 ot [ tn e ARG = st L0 D ) i BBEr A 15 TED

/

[ et o ety [ FAPLY B s SomE on T fenfidsnsp Sbwed #ovr

P ¢

EFL0) LenSED ey L5 T e Lo SN PTE Jo ) hrte? )~ e Arn

Lt T Blprimpe  fHrg s h o f RT3 / 2.0 pr7)

MAIL TO: ™S CATHERINE HITCHINS
HO ATC/DEEV ~
RANDOLPH AFB TX 78150-5001
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62.

I am utterly amazed at the reasons the Air Force put forth to close Chanute AFB.
I firmly believe some — not considered should have been closed before Chanute.
As noted earlier, the recommendations of the Commission on Base Closure and Realign-
ment and subsequent implementation is beyond the scope of this EIS process.
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COMMENT SHEET

CHANUTE AFB

: DRAFT ENYIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
NAME : IR A LU._[ELL_._F/L"/—/—,,'T/'}Z

ORGANIZATION/AGENGY: _Lppsem e LD Ertisipdm (kT

PLEASE CHECK TYPE OF ORGANIZATION:

FEDERAL AGENCY: STATE AGENCY: LOCAL GROUP: /iNl01VIDUAL:

- . . . ”
MAILING ADDRESS: 233 3B, JAxvre ST . il 1D 57f /Z/J/L-,’L‘uc/ /L
TELEPHONE NWMBER: /=1 7).PT3-2/44-1

L5l

CHECK HERE iF YOU WISH TO SPEAK TODAY:

SUBJECT:

Ed

CHECK HERE IF YOU WOULD LIKE A COPY OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

3 YOU MAY ALSO USE THIS SHEET TO SUBMIT A WRITTEN COMMENT IN THE SPACE PROVIDED
5 BELOW. YOU MAY TURN YOUR COMMENT [N AT THE CLOSE OF THE MEETING OR SEND IT TO

THE ADDRESS AT THC BOTTOM OF THIS SHEET, WRITTEN COMMENTS MAY ALSO BE
SUBMITTED IN A LETTER OR OTHER FORMAT.

/[ ».n 3 0 — / Am (LN (o B 0N BR) AT S pas it el
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1

- MAIL TO: MS CATHERINE HITCHINS J
) H) ATC/OEEY
RANDOLPH AFB TX 78150-5001
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63. Iam greatly concerned about funding for clean-up funds available are on a “worst
J case first” basis. We know there are worse cases than Chanute-when will we receive
- attention? The Air Force put Chanute up for closure...they why not fund closures?

You are correct that funds are available on a “worst case first” basis. This is done to
ensure that the most serious threats to the public receive the necessary attention. The Air
Force is committed, under a separate program, the Installation Restoration Program
(IRP) to clean-up Air Force bases. This program is independent of base closure and will
continue regardless of the status of Chanute. Chanute AFB will receive the same
consideration for funding as an active installation, based on a “worst first” analysis. The
Air Force fully expects funding to be available to complete required clean-up activities
on Chanute and other bases.
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| November 28, 1989 Exhibit 18

Ms. Catherine Hitchins

HQ ATC/DEEV

Bldg. 661, Room 117

Randolph AFB, Texas 78150-5001

L Dear Ms. Hitchins:

We have reviewed the draft environmental impact statement on the closure of
Chanute Air Force Base and have the following comments.

1. Base closure and resulting future zoning and ownership may encourage
conversion of prime farmland on the base.

2. MWater quality in the future may be affected by:

a. abandoned underground storage tanks (if not properly disposed)
b. abandoned wells (unless properly sealed)
c. leachate from abandoned solid waste disposal areas.

i ' ly,

JOHN J. ES
State Conservationist

cc:

Rudy Rice, President, AISWCD, OuQuoin, IL

Steve Chard, [DOA, Springfield, IL

Larry Ruhl, Soil Resources Committee, Fairfield, IL 62837

James B. Newman, Director, Ecological Sciences Division, SCS, Washington, D.C.
J. Martin, AC, A-2

RiM:bn
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64.  Base closure and resulting future zoring aad ownership may encourage conversion
of prime farmiand on the basz.

While the Air Force does not have the authority to control zoning, this type of land issue
will be discussed in the second, reuse EIS. See page 4-1, Section 4.1.3.

65.  Water quality in the future may be affected by: a) abandoned underground storage
tanks (if not properly disposed cf); b) abandoned wells (unless properly sealed); c)
leachate from abandoned soiid waste disposal area.

The Air Force is required to coordinate the disposition on underground storage tanks
with federal and state regulatory agencies and will do so. If wells are taken out of
operation, this will be done in ways that protect the water supply and in accordance with
applicable federal and state regulations. The solid waste disposal areas will continue to
be monitored (and other actions taken as necessary) under agreements with the federal
and state regulatory agencies. Please see pages 3-17 through 3-24, Sections 3.7 (Instal-
lation Restoration Program) through 3.7.2. These sections discuss future activities at the
IRP sites. The Air Force will not “abandon” tanks, wells, or solid waste disposal areas.

*u,
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COMMENT SHEET
CHANUTE AFB
DRAFT ENYIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

NAME : l_‘_‘: DVWAR Y ) Pﬁ? L0
ORGAN | ZAT1ON/AGENCY ;

PLEASE CHECK TYPE OF ORGANIZATION:
s

FEDERAL AGENCY: STATE AGENCY: LOCAL GROUP: INIDIVIDUAL : v

MA IL ING ADDRESS: '3!7 | T)/\w v7 \.)k\'\/l':." l\ANT’(}(_.L __LL_, Gle-¢
TELEPHONE NUMBER: ___ & <iQ - ¢3¢. ¢43

CHECK HERE IF YOU WISH TO SPEAK TODAY: :

SUBJECT:

CIHIECK HERE IF YOU WOULD LIKE A COPY OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT: &

YOU MAY ALSO USE THIS SHEET TO SUBMIT A WRITTEN COMMENT IN THE SPACE PROVIDED
BELOW, YOU MAY TURN YOUR COMMENT IN AT THE CLOSE OF THE MEETING OR SEND IT TO
THE ADDRESS AT THE BOTTOM OF THIS SHEET. WRITTEN COMMENTS MAY ALSO BE
SUBMITTED IN A LETTER OR OTHER FORMAT.
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Exhibit 19

66.  More specific information is needed on where the funds are coming from and how

long the funding will last... Also the people issue must be addressed a great deal
more in this environmental impact statement.

For information on IRP clean-up, please refer to responses 14, 38, and 52. If the reference
is to community impact funding, please see response 20. On socioeconomic issues,
please refer to responses 1, 19, 41, and 49.




Exhibit 20.

COMMENT SHEET

CHANUTE AFB <
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT :

NAME 1 (,Q)‘:&wwe,\/\ /\/\éw\(q,c#

ORGAN | ZAT1ON/AGENCY ¢

PLEASE CHECK TYPE OF ORGANIZATION: .
FEDERAL AGENCY: STATE AGENCY: OCAL GROUP: INIDIVIDUAL .

MA ILING ADDRESS:_@_&LLS_(Q avo(-ad . \:(/

TELEPHONE NUMBER: \g ? B%L? 5

CHECK HERE IF MOU WISH TO SPEAK TODAY: o

Uerd
SUBJECT: 7 éWﬂZNQJ

WQLW
CIIECK HERE |F YOU WOULD LIKE A COPY THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

YOU MAY ALSO USE THIS SHEET TO SUBMIT A WRITTEN COMMENT [N THE SPACE PROYIDED
BELOW. YOU MAY TURN YOUR COMMENT IN AT THE CLOSE OF THE MEETING OR SEND IT TO

THE ADDRESS AT THE BOTTOM OF THIS SHEET. WRITTEN COMMENTS MAY ALSO BE
SUBMITTED IN A LETTER OR OTHER FORMAT,

MAIL TO: MS CATHERINE HITCHINS
: HO ATC/DEEV
F RANDOLPH AFB TX 78150-5001




Exhibit 20

67. Who in the Air Force supplied the incorrect data on Chanute to the Commission?

The Base Closure Commission proceedings are public information. The Air Force is
required by law to implement the Secretary of Defense’s decision to close Chanute and
will try to do so in a manner that minimizes impacts to the environment.
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Exhibit 21

69.

You put all the materials that must be moved and all the environmental clean-up
etc, but you fail to say how much this is going to cost.

Because all the required studies and remediation plans for IRP activities have not been
completed, final costs are still being refined. Since the IRP is an independent (of base
closure) program, the AF fully expects to receive the necessary funding. Costs for impact
assistance have also not been finalized, although it is expected that these funds will also
be available.

The Commission that closed the 86 bases should be brought before Congress and
subjected to the same Congressional questioning that Ollie North was subject to
for lying to Congress. The Commission lied to Congress.

The Commission’s recommendations are open to the public and were subjected to
Congtessional review.




2l/12/89 13:e8

jpwiten
0" )

DEPARTHMENT OF HEALTH & HHUMAN SERVICES

D)
']
]
*
4

oes

Exhibit 22

Public Health Survice

comarew o o m

'."'uo

Ms. Catherine [litchins
HQ ATC/CEEV

Bldg 661, Roam 117
Randolph AFB, Texas 78150-5001

Dear Ms. Hitchins:

Canters tor Discyse Contros
Atlenta GA 30333

Dacember 8, 1989

We have campletad our review of the Drart Enviranmental Impact Statement
(CRIS) for tha Closure of Chanuts Alr Foroa Base, Illinois, We are
mcponding on behalf of the U.S. Public Health Service. Technical

assistance fo. this review was providad by Special Programs Group staff,
Centar for Hnvirunmental Health and lnjury Control.

Oour review of the information providad did not reveal significant adverse
pblic health impacts due to the closure of this Base. We noted: 1) that
no construction or demolition activities are plannad as part of closure;
.2) that the examination of any altarnative actions is precluded by FL
100~526; 3) Ut the Installation Restoration Program is zmepardent of
clogure and will continue as needed after tha military mission has been
tarminated; 4) that altarmatives for future use of Chanuta AFB are not
relevant tu Uiis DEIS; and 5) that several activitiss, such as a
underground storaye Lank plan axd a hazardous wasts storage facility
closure plan, will require campliance with Federal, State and local

anvirommental rwgulators.

Wo also nota that saveral issues related to public health, including
PCB’s, asbastos, and radon, await further stdy. Thesa issues must
receive appropriate atlention in planning for ciceure and/or future use of

thesa facilities.,

Ihmﬂcywtortmcppomnutymmvwammn:mtnlsoms

Pleaza

insure that we are included on your mailing 1list to receive a copy of the
final document, @l fuluce DEIS’S which may indicate potential public
health impact arxd are developed under the Naticnal Envirommental Policy

Act (NEFA).

Sincercly yours,

% x(c/ 74 674'

Xanneth W. Holt, M.S.E.H.

Envireemental Health Sclentist

Cantar for Environmental Healtl:
and Injury Control
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70.

71.

We also note that several issues related to public health, including PCB’s, asbestos,
and radon, await further study. These issues must receive appropriate attention in
the planning for closure and/or future use of these facilities.

You are correct. The PCB study has been completed and further actions will be in
accordance with agreements reached with federal and state regulatory agencies. The Air
Force asbestos policy on closure bases found in is Appendix C. The radon study has
been funded and will proceed shortly.

Please ensure that we are included on your mailing list to receive a copy of the final
document and future DEIS’s that may indicate potential public health impact and
are developed under the National Envircminental Policy Act (NEPA).

You have been placed on the mailing list for the final EIS.




Exhibit 23

Comments taken from transcripts from the public hearing on the Draft EIS. The meeting was
held at the Rantoul Township High School on November 11, 1989

72.

73.

74.

75.

Ido have a problem with attempts to completely separate, with the exception of the
Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant environmental and socioeconomic impacts
an artificial, if not an impossible division.

Your comment has been noted. Please see response 1 and page 4-8, Section 4.11.

What prospective purchaser, with today’s environmental laws and concerns, will
be seriously interested in property that is less than totally safe and clean? And if
such a prospect is found, what happens to the market value of a property less than
clean?

It is in the best interest of the Air Force to have quick and appropriate clean-up of any
contaminated sites. All IRP sites will be monitored and remediation will occur as
required. Some sites may never be available and access will be restricted. These sites
will be precluded from development until any health hazards are eliminated. The Air
Force intends to dispose of the property at fair market value, so a maintenance program
will be instituted to prevent deterioration of assets. Please see response 12 and the
following responses to comments 74 through 77.

Referring to asbestos, and it goes on with four options, the first of which is long-term
monitoring of the materials conditions. We find this unacceptable. We cannot
operate on a long term in this situation, Secondly is enclosure within solid struc-
tures, and third is encapsulatior with sprayed-on coatings. What happens with
interior walls that are enclosed, or when in doubt, they’re encapsulated? The fourth
one and the last one listed is the removal of the material which, in our view, is the
only acceptable option.

Air Force policy is that there will not be a transfer of any property with asbestos that
constitutes an health hazard. If a decision is made to demolish any facility, all hazardous
materials, including asbestos, will be removed in accordance with federal and state
environmental regulations. Please see Appendix C.

Under what conditions would it be impossible to remove the contaminated soil
caused by leaking USTs?

Soil contamination at depth may be difficult to remove because the plume of contamina-
tion may be very extensive. Stale and Federal EPAs hiave approved recovely sysiems io
remove contaminants but not necessarily to zero. The Air Force will work very closely

with the state and the EPA to contain the contamination to at least the point where there
is not a health risk.




77.

78.

79.

It then goes on to state that abandoned USTs—those no longer in service—are
generally programmed, a term that Mike Little also brought up. You know, what
is “generally,” and why does it say “generally?” Why not “always?” You know,
does “generally” mean 50 percent or over 50 percent, or 39 out of 77?

Please see response 35. The correction has been made in the Draft EIS, page 3-16.

What is a minimal maintenance program, and what is this going to do for Chapman
Court and for Rantoul?

The minimal maintenance program, which will include the Chapman Courts area, will
be a preventive maintenance program. This program will be operated in a fashion so that
assets will be protected from losing their market value. See page 4-1, Section 4.1.3.

Or why only shallow monitoring wells at some of the landfill sites? Why not core
samples from the landfill areas? Why are only the superficial soils forming the
landfill caps being sampled? What about the soils around the sides and beneath
these landfill areas?

As a rule, landfill coring will not be done. Tests.and investigations are conducted to
gather information so that informed decisions can be made. Coring is commonly done
at three or five locations within a base to get a first-hand-look at the geology of the
general area. Taking a core from a landfill provides almost no helpful information and
can be dangerous to the drilling crew due to such problems as release of methane gas.
On the other hand, surface soil samples are appropriate at closed landfills to test the
integrity of the landfill cap. Groundwater monitoring wells are installed on the perimeter
and down gradient (in the direction of groundwater flow) of the landfill. Shallow wells
are installed into the uppermost aquifer as a first step because any contaminant leakage
would reach the uppermost aquifer first. If contaminants are found, deeper wells into
the next aquifer layer may be necessary. These monitoring activities are done in
accordance with agreements with federai and state regulatory agencies.

What are the development limitations over the landfill sites?

Restrictions on the type of development will be placed on some parcels. Lands containing
closed landfills are not appropriate for structures of appreciable size. For example, closed
landfills are most suitable for recreational areas, i.e., parks, golf courses, etc. Any
development over a closed landfill that would disturb or remove the cap (cover material)
poses many problems, both engineering and environmental. Due to federal and state
restrictions, it is possible that some pieces of land may never be released. If this occurs,
those areas will be restricted from public access. Please see response 73.

What about the water supply, the hoiding tanks, the maintenance—which you’ve
already touched upori—and the steam plant-—and of course, the pending problems
with thie wasie wailer sysicin

The water supply, holding tanks, and steam plant will be included in the base main-
tenance program, which will prevent deteriors + in of assets (see Appendix A, Descrip-
tion of the Caretaker Program). The wastewater system will be affected by the eventual
reuse as well as the closure of the base, interim and long term objectives to be considered.




81.

82.

83.

85.

The Air Force will participate in the reuse EIS and procede to look at and work with the
Village of Rantoul in minimizing the impacts to the wastewater treatment plant. Please
see response 6.

And on the next page, under “Groundwater Resources” it states, “The closure will
also reduce future construction that would create more imipervious space on the
aquifer recharge area that the base partially occupies.” Gentlemen, those state-
ments can only be valid if present land, buildings and so on retain a status quo.
We’re not willing to settle for that.

These issues will be discussed in the second EIS, when reuse plans have been developed.

We need, expect, and even demand that all environmental concerns be addressed
quickly and efficiently, that the clean-up be complete, and that the Village be
directly informed and involved every step of the way.

The Village is invited to participate in the environmental process. For further discussion
regarding IRP clean-up, please seec responses 7, 29, 35, 37, 38, 52, 63, 65, 74, 78, and
pages 3-17 through 3-24, sections 3.7 through 3.7.2 of the IRP.

Iam Mel Webster. I’m the Director of the Retiree Activities Program, representing
approximately 4,000 military retirees from all branches of the Armed Forces. I
would like to spend one minute listing the environmental impact the military retiree
will notice: No hospital, no dental care, no base exchange store, no commissary, no
alterations shop, no barber shop, no beauty shop, no flower shop, no laundry/dry
cleaning shop, no optical shop, no service station, no theaters, no SATO, no clubs,
no arts and crafts center, no auto craft shop, no athletic complex, no bowling center,
no child care center, no golf course, no package store, no skeet range, no swimming
pools, no thrift shop, no youth center. I thank you.

Military retirees and their dependents would be required to travel longer distances to
obtain the same services that they currently receive at Chanute.

What are they to do without the hospital? What are we to do if Chanute closes?

Military retirees and their dependents would also be required to travel longer distances
to receive medical treatment at military facilities or receive services in community
hospitals under the CHAMPUS program.

Where are we going to get the money for the doctors, hospitals and medicine?
Please see response to comment 85.

Closing Chanute and the potential of it is creating stress in this area.
Your commeat has been noted, but is beyond the scope of this EIS.




87.

I would like the second Economic Impact Statement to address itself to these types
of people issues, so we can better be prepared to help the people in this area deal
with this situation. I would also like the Air Force to respond, in terms of how you
can help us deal with this situation and what kinds of impact we can expect, in terms
of the social services and the human aspects of this situation.

Please see comment 1 regarding socioeconomic impacts relating to closure of Chanute.
It is the role of the Office of Economic Adjustment to provide assistance to the local
communities to recover from these kinds of impacts. Please see page 4-8, Section 4.11.
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@ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - P.O. Box 19276, Springfivid, 1L 62794.9276

217/782-1696

Draft EIS, Chanute AFB Closure Exhibit 24%

January 16, 1990

Ms. Catherine Hitchins
HQ, ATC/DEEV

Building 661, Room 117 i
Randolph AFB, Texas 78150 ;

Dear Ms. Hitchins:

This Agency has reviewed the September 1989 Draft EIS for the closure
of Chanute Air Force Base.

Several issues outlined in this report are of serious concern to the
Agency. These unresolved matters include the remediation of the water
supply wells, the electrical transformers, underground storage tanks,
oil water separators, above ground storage tanks, former landfills,
fuel tank sludge pits, fire training areas, fuel lines and other re-
lated facilities. These potential problem areas were noted, and we
anticipate a more detailed discussion of the existing conditions at the
base and the plans for further investigation and cleanup in the second
L15 which will cover final disposition and reuse of the site.

The anticipated financial and structural impacts to the Rantoul sewage
treatment plant are accurately documented in the EIS. A complete and
satisfactory resolution of the impacts to the City of Rantoul is not
addressed in the EIS. This Agency is keenly interested in this matter
and in the long term viability of the sewage treatment system and the
related municipal financial obligations. Further consideration of this
issue within the context of the EIS may clarify the City's difficult
situation and its options for the future.

A Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Part B permit application is
on file for the Chanute faciiity, If a Part B is no longer necessary,
please withdraw the dapplication. Please be advised thdt dny existing
RCRA hazardous waste management units will have to be closed pursuant
to 35 111. Adm. Code Part 725.

raf
]

Thank vou for this opportunity te provide comments on the D
uc

‘ £
you have any questions on Lhese malters, please conlact Br
my staff.

lz:f;frel ) E

Rode™ k7 Kanerva
Manager, Environmental Programs

RAK:BJY:ml1
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89.

These unresolved matters include the remediation of the water supply wells, the
electrical transformers, underground storage tanks, oil water separators, above-
ground storage tanks, former landfills, fuel tank sludge pits, fire training areas,
fuel lines, and other relocated facilities.

Comment noted. For information on water supply wells, please see response 26 and
Appendix A, Description of the Caretaker Program. For information on electrical
transformers, please see responses 10, 33, and Appendix B. For information on under-
ground storage tanks, please see responses 9, 35, 38, 39, 65, and 75. For information on
oiliwater separators, please see response 36. Above-ground storage tanks will be
maintained by the caretaker contract until final disposition is determined. Please see page
4-6, Section 4.6.7. For information on landfills, please see responses 18, 29, 51, 78, and
79. Fuel tank sludge pits fall under the IRP, which will be continued after base closure.
Please see page 4-6, Section 4.7 and responses 12, 20, 37, 52, 63, 74, and 80. For
information on fire training areas, please see responses 7, 28, and 48, The remaining fuel
lines will be removed, please see page 3-24, Section 3.7.2.

A complete and satisfactory resolution of the impacts to the City of Rantoul is not
addressed in the EIS.

Comment noted. Please see responses 1, 6, 41, 72, 80, and 87.

A Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Part B permit application is
on file for the Chanute facility. If a Part B is no longer necessary, please withdraw
the application. Please be advised that any existing RCRA hazardous waste
management units will have to be closed pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code Part 725.

The RCRA Part B permit application that is on file with the Illinois EPA will be
withdrawn when it is no longer required. For information on the RCRA facility, please
see response 8 and page 4-4, Section 4.6.2.
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lllinois Department of Conservation
life and land together

LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA » 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET ¢ SPRINGFIELD 62701-1787
CHICAGO OFFICE + ROOM 4-300 ¢ 100 WEST RANDOLPH 60601

MARK FRECH, DIRECTOR - KATHY SELCKE, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
September 13, 1989

Mr. Will Ballard
Woolpert Consultants
408 E. Monument Ave.
Dayton, OH 45402-1226

Dear Mr. Ballard:

Per your request, I have searched our data files for 51gn1f1cant
features on or near the Chanute Air Force Base. No significant
natural features were found.

Please note that although no natural features were found by the
Illinois Natural Heritage Database, there is always the possibility
that significant features unknown to the Database may exist at the
site. One state endangered species that could poszik'y be found
at the alrport is the upland sandplper (Bartramia longicauda).
This species is commonly associated with grassy areas around
airports.

This 1letter does not constitute consultation as required by
Executive Order No. 7 and/or the Illinois Endangered Species
Protection Act. Please contact the Department of Conservation's
Division of Planning (ATTN: Dick ILutz) to initiate the required
consultation.

I cannot charge you for the search of our database, but I would
like to urge your support of the Illinois Natural Heritage Database
by contributing to the Illinois Nongame Wildlife Conservation Fund.
I have enclosed a sheet showing the expenses in searching the
database.

If I can be of further assistance, please feel free to call me at
(217) 785-8774.

Sincerely,

LB L
ﬁjgi::h:%iguhnerkempe % fiE;(:EE]\,EEt)

Data Coordinator
Division of Natural Heritage

SEP 191989
cc: Carl Becker

Bob Szafoni 1 TANT
Diok tate WOOLPERT CONSULTANTS




@ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - P.O. Box 19276, Springfield, IL 62794.9276

217/782-3397

September 29, 1989

Mr. ¥i11 Ballard
Environmental Planner
Woolpert Consultants

409 East Monument Avenue
Dayton, Ohio 45402-1226

Dear Mr. Ballard:

I am responding to your letter of September 18, 1989, regarding the
Agency's participation in the EIS process for the closing of Chanute
Afr Force Base. Please be advised that Thomas J. McSwiggin, Manager,
Permit Section, Division of Water Pollution Control, will be handling
this matter for the Agency. Further correspondence or other concerns
regarding this matter may be directed to Mr. Mc3wiggin.

Sing;rely. éi) E

Bernard P. Killian
Director

BPK: 131

RECEIVED

0CT 041989
WOOLPERT COMSIII TANTS
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Illinois Historic
—==—a=- Preservation Agency

) M Old State Capitol ® Springfield, Illinois 62701 * (217) 782-4836

217/785-4512

- Champaign County
‘ Rantoul
Chanute AFB Closure
IHPA Log #01092889

Mr. Will Ballard
Environmental Planner
Woolpert Consultants

409 East Monument Avenue
Dayton, Ohio 45402-1226

Dear Mr. Ballard:

Thank you for your letter informing us that your firm will be preparing an
Environmental Impact Statement for the closure of Chanute Air Force Base.

A Phase I archaeological survey was complieted by our office in 1987 of the
entire base property. A single isolated find was located. The results of
this survey indicate that no significant archaeological properties are located
within the base property.

He have also discussed historic properties on the base with Air Force
personnel. It is our understanding that they contracted with a firm to
perform an assessment cf buildings on the base that may meet National Register
of Historic Places criteria. If this has not been done, it should be.

Several buildings, including the hangers and Building 3, probably meet
National Register standards for eligibility.

We have also had contact with the Mayor of Rantoul who is investigating the
possibility of nominating the hanger buildings to the National Register of
Historic Places. The village of Rantoul thinks that the added tax advantages
associated with historic properties would increase the marketability of the
structures.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If we can be of assistance to you
during preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement please contact our
office at 217/785-4512.

Sincerely,

(oY Hooder

Anne M. Haaker RE’:EIVED
Coordin?toré Reiource
Protection Services

0CT 051389

WOGLPERT SONSULTA




ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

DIVISION OF MARKETING
Hllinois State Fairgrounds
P.O. Box 19281

g Springfield, IL 62794.9281

. 217/782.6675

October 4, 1989

Mr. Will Ballard
Environmental Planner
Woolpert Consultants

409 East Monument Avenue
Dayton, Ohio 45402-1226

Dear Mr. Ballard:

We are in receipt of your letter dated September 18, in which you asked for
comments for an Environmental Impact Study for the Chanute Air Force Base in
Rantoul, Illinois. We have forwarded your letter to Mr. Steve Chard, Bureau
Chief of the Bureau of Farmland Protection (telephone 217/782-6297). Mr.
Chard will be providing you written comments within 3-4 weecks or less. Please
feel free to call Mr. Chard if that timetable is not workable.’ )

Thank you for allowing our input into this important study. I apclogize for
not responding to you sooner.

Sincerely,

Larry Aldag /7
Bureau Chief

LA:cb
cc: Steve Chard

RECEWVED
0CT 06 1989
WOOLPERT coNguiranTs
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IN REPLY REFER TO! ]
" FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE COM: 309/793-5800 ;
ROCK ISLAND FIELD OFFICE (ES) FTS: 386~5800
1830 Second Avenue, Second Floor
Rock Island, Illinois 61201

United States Department of the Interior

o

October 10, 1989

Will Ballard

Woolpert Consultants

409 East Monument Avenue
Dayton, Ohio 45402-1226

Dear Mr. Ballard:

This is in response to your letter regarding the closing of Chanute
Air Force, Rantoul, Illinois. There are no areas in the study area

of concern to our agency and we therafore have no comment on the
proposal to close the base.

This letter provides comment under the authority of and in ;
accordance with provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination
Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.); the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended; and the Endangered !
Species Act of 1973, as amended.

ichard C{ Nellon
Field Supervisor

0CT 161989
GB:hv  WOQLPERT CONSULTANTS




lllinois Department of Conservation
life and land together

LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA ¢ 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET » SPRINGFIELD 62701-1787
CHICAGO OFFICE « ROOM 4-300 ¢ 100 WEST RANDOLPH 60601

MARK FRECH, DIRECTOR - KATHY SELCKE, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR

October 17, 1989

Mr. Will Ballard
Environmental Planner,
Woolpert

409 E. Monument Ave.
Dayton, Ohio 45402-~1226"

Dear Mr. Ballard:

Thank you for your September 18, 1989 letter concerning preparation
of an environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for:.closure of and
withdrawal of personnel from Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul,
Illinois. The Department would be pleased to participate in the
EIS process as a coordinating agency.

We understand the EIS currently under preparation will only discuss
the closure and personnel withdrawal impacts of the base closing,
while a future EIS will discuss the disposition and re-use of the
lease for non-military purposes.

We also understand that, until such time as the lease ownership
is transferred from the wilitary, the Air Force is committed to
continued maintenance of base structures to prevent deterioration.
Under this scenario we assume that current management of base
farmlands, recreation areas, etc. will not change dramatically,
though maintenance may not be as intense as it was when the base
was actively in use.

Under the above scenario we do not expect any adverse, long term
impacts to the areas fish, wildlife and natural heritage resources.

To assist you in EIS preparation you have already been sent
information from the Natural Heritage Database on significant
natural features that occur on or in proximity to Chanute. Also
attached for your information is a listing of the Fish and wildlife
species known to occur in Champaign County. This information is
from the Illinois Fish and Wildlife Information System (IFWIS).

RECEIVED
OGY 201969




State of Illinois

P2\ DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

" Division of Natural Resources
State Fairgrounds, P.O. Box 19281, Springfield, IL 62794-9281, 217/782-6297

Bureau of Farmland Protection Bureau of Soil Conservation

November 8, 1989

Mr. Will Ballard

Environmental Planner

Woolpert Consultants

409 East Monument Avenue .
Dayton, Ohio  45402-1226

Dear Mr. Ballard:

Thank you for recently notifying the Illinois Department of Agriculture
(IDOA) of the forthcoming Environmental Impact Statement which pertains to
the slated closure of Chanute Air Force Base at Rantoul, Illinois. Please be
advised that the IDOA wishes to be officially recognized as a cooperating
agency regarding this matter,

In conjunction with the closure of the base, the potential certainly exists
for the agricultural community to sustain detrimental impacts. The following
conveys the perceived agricultural impacts that would be affiliated with an
action of this nature.

. Agricultural Resources

According to your recent correspondence, approximately 311 acres on the
base are devoted to intensive agricultural use. Undoubtedly, termination
of the base would make said land more susceptible to non-agricultural
development scenarios. Development of this farmland may also act as a
catalyst for urban related development initiatives to occur on
agricultural land to the south and the east of the existing base.
Considering the presence of the prime farmland soils within the confines
of the base and in the areas adjacent thereto, it would be preferable for
the integrity of these agricultural resources to be protected for
continued agricultural pursuits,

. Impacts To Agricultural Producers

We presume the closure of the base would result in adverse economic
impacts for the farmer(s) that rents agricultural land from the U.S. Air
Force. There is a strong likelihood that the farmland would no longer be
available for agricultural use. The extent of these impacts would be
contingent upon the overall size of the farmer's operation. If a large
quantity of land is farmed elsewhere, the economic impacts may not be
severe. Converscly, if the farmland on the base constitutes thé majority

of the farming operation, the economic effects would clearly be | poal
significant. REC!..;VEU

NOV 101989




Mr. Ballard
Page 2
November 8, 1989

. Impacts To Subsurface Drainage Systems

It is highly probable that subsurface tile drainage systems serve the
farmland on the base and it is possible these tile lines extend into the
agricultural land to the south and east of the base. Proper drainage is
essential for a farming operation to be profitable. As previously
mentioned, the abandonment of the base could result in the conversion of
farmland that is currently utilized for farming purposes. Development of
the farmland on the base may sever or crush tile lines which also
accommodate the farmland to the south and east. If this is the case,
subsurface drainage would be disrupted and water from rainfall events
would remain on the surface for lengthy periods of time. This is an
undesirable condition for land that is intensively row cropped.

The aforementioned information represents the respective agricultural impact
issues which should be properly addressed within the upcoming Environmental
Impact Statement. Please direct a copy of the document to this office for
our examination.

If you have any questions regarding the remarks expressed herein, do not
hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

N YA
Steven D. Chard, Chief ¢/452:%<i§747
Bureau of Farmland Protection

SDC:mdg

cc: Larry Aldag, IDOA




@ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - P.O.Box 19276, Springfield, IL 627949276

217/785-5735
Chanute Air Force Base--EIS for Closure of Base

November 14, 1989

Mr. Will Ballard
Woolpert Consultants

409 East Monument Avenue
Dayton, Ohio 45402-1226

Dear Mr. Ballard:

In response to your request of September 18, 1989, the I1linois
Environmental Protection Agency will participate in the preparation
of the environmental impact statement for the closure of Chanute Air
Force Base, as a cooperating agency subject to resource constraints.
The role of the Agency will be limited to that of review and comment
and providing data and information which the Agency possesses.

We note the process of providing data and discussion has already
commenced as outline in your letter. We also note that the scoping
meetings for the preparation of the EIS have already taken place.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Tom McSwiggin
at 217-782-0610.

Sincerely,

Roger A. Kanerva
Manager
Environmental Programs

RAK:TGM:mjm

cc: Tom McSwiggin

RECEIVED
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